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I, Y 4 AT TImage-Worfhip granted by Catbolicks Tdola- 


trons. 
I. That all former Taolatries about Images are contained 
there. 
II. 7 he Roman Dottrine and Prafice free therefrom. 
IV.. Kat Imager fhip eaHowed by the Roman Church. 
V.. 7he Roman Church met chargeable with the Abuſes in ber 


Wor fhep. 


Conceded, That it is Idolatrous ; 


I. 1. To Worſhip an Image made to repreſent a falſe God, 


tho ſurh God irragined to be ſpiritual; immaterial ; 
wor 78 reſemble, animate, mhabit, os grue virtue ts 
ſuch Image. \. 2. 

2. To makg an {mage of the true God, and to worſhip 
him m, by, or before it, as it truly repreſenting his 
eros. | 

3. To gre ne Worſhip, wholly or in part, to any 
Image, made to repreſent either the likeneſs, or 
apparition of God ( or to an Image of our Lord Chrif, 
as to the mediate or immediate objed? of Divine Wor- 
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0 give any note of Honour, appropriated to God, to 

2 an [ nas, the tmrending no Dow: Howonr thereto, 
where no imvmcible gnorance. \. x5. 

5. To make an {mage, not of God, but of an Angel or 
Cherab, or other Figure; and to worſhip God before it 
as # Symbol of his preſence ; or .as believing God par- 
ticularly preſent to, with, or in, it ; or God to give 
virtue to it, or to others by it (this grounded on no © 
Drvine Promiſe) is a ſort of | Tdolatry more or leſs ex- 

(a2) cuſable, 
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TT I. The Heathen, by their Tmages, worſhiped not the one 
<_ true, but SY falſe Code or Demons; groſly 
errmeg m the Drone Attributes, and communicating 
-Drume Honours to their inferior falſe Gods. \. 17. 
2. The Jews, both at Sinai and Bethel, worſhiped not 
the God of Iſrael, but the Catues and molten /mages. 


0 8,9. 


- HI. 1.7he making any Figure of God is matter of opinion only, 
and bf ax. Feb, to 4 lawfully done. Dna 
denied that any ſuch. Image may be made (im 4 
fame manner as thoſe of a Creature or our Lord)to infer 
any form or ſhape proper te God : T ho acconnted lawful 
to repreſent any viſible apparition of any Perſon of 
the Triity. F. 12. 5 

2. In neither the Metaphorical Repreſentations of the 
Trmity, nor thoſe of our Lord, or his Saints, any par- 
ticular preſence of the Trinity, our Lord, or his Samts, « | * 
affirmed by Catholicks. No Virtue. in ſuch Image for 
whith to worſhip, honour, or confide therein : Or to 
Honour or Wor ſhip our Lord thereby : Or our Beguefts 
rendred more prevalent with its Exemplar or Proto- 
type thro, or by, It. Or the Exemplat by, or thro it 
renared more exorable to his Suppliants.. F. 13. (The 
Benedittion of them not derivimg_virtue to them, but 
—_— God's bleſſing on the uſers of them. F. 14.) 

23. No 44 and tho made before, direfted to, an Image ; 
beheved neither to be maued with life, or inhabited by » 
the Deity : Neither facrificed to, nor honoured with | 
any ſins of a Severeign Adoration. F. 15. 

4. No Cult proper to rho Exemplar (m the relative ve- 
neration, for the Perſons ſake repreſented age: 
groen to [mages ; either ] atria to thoſe of. our Lord, + | 4 
and the Bleſſed Trinity; Or Dulia to thoſe of the | 
Satrts. -$. 16, | 
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Shews by the. Councils, of Nice 2. and Trent, and 


' 


ether preceding Councils ; St. Gregory. F. 20, 
Tb, 22. k CT 
Concerning the Council of Framckfort, the Caroline 


Books, and the Reaſons exhibited therem againſt 
[mages. \. 25, 26, Of. 

No Honours from Lights, Odours &c. applied to 
Images, Reliques, Samts, amount to Latria. \. 30. 


31, 32. 

To. which Council, the Nicene, or Franckfort, Obe- 
dience due... \. 35: &c. 

Concerning the Schoolmens Opinion herem. \. 37. &c. 


S. No external /izns of Honour, appropriated to God, ex- 
bibited to Images: No Sacrifice as mm the Heathen 
and Jewiſh Idolatry. F-- 36: 

6. ProteHtants granting. the \ Roman Church a truc 
Church, conſequently free her Worſhip of [mages from 
Tablatry. F. 41. | 


1. Catholicks mamtain the uſe of [mages many ways be- 
neficial; to fix, or heighten, Devotion ; exette Afetti- 
ons; revive the Memory.; moite our WY 4 and 
application to their Exemplars. . 4%. 

2. eMaintain alſa a Yeneration properly due to Images 
in. themſelves as the proper Obje# of ſuch Honour. 


p30) 0) 19 | 
3. + this on(y \Relatroey. not .propter ſe :' but for the 
Exemplar's ſake. \. 43. 
Maintam the «making, uſing, or wor ſhipmg, [0 as is 
here aſjerted, of [mages not to be prohibited m the De- 
'CalfgWe. > Þ, win | 


I. Becauſe..atherweſe the provibition of making or 
having. an 1mage,' in any ſenſe whatever, would 
thus be inferred from the Text. 

2 Becauſe elſe fuch Worſhip muft be extended to 
all Creatures. \ \But\\it ſeems unreaſonable to. 

hal, erther all Worſhip whatever to & Creature 


for- 


"The Conrents. 
by Tr the Decalognt : 


Oy, that, tho  for- 


La bids 
to 1 oy pO Forſoip of 


iven to other things, it be a Sin 
wn 0 je « 45. mh nd ; 
Dromes Worſhip" whatever to 
11 Mages; : So ay Pk uſ/mg there- 
; and yeftrain thes Precept as Temporal to the 
eWs ; Grant alfo the Jews not prohibited here- 
by the Adoration of other Sacred things, hence 
mferring the provi of Image-W: or ſhip, ha- 
ving in 18 wothing of Morality ; fo that 7 1s 0. 
pres 15 utterly unſervice to Proteſtants whe 
are prefſed yy many dfficaltres - he Cheru- 
Grow ; Solomon's framing /e- 
veral 7 —remery as without , ſo eerthout breaking, 
.any Command. Y\. 46. 


:5- But this mſep or Reſpe#? of an e not the 


Jame as to the Prototype, or implying our {fron t0 
i; orits exceliemcy above #s ; but relatrue nw pen, 


and ſuch as is groen 10 _ —_— [ 
fons, anal the 1 ts of Re —_— ed cog 
by tbe Councils awd the iy eys's nf 


equal 'd as defending Tmage-Worſhip.  $. 4 

'6. /eneration dane i Fo! Holy" things Fruated by Prote- 
flants. \F. 48. 

7. The Honours externally t ted to [mages are, ba- 


rang the head, whts, per- 
fumes &c: LS an cfteem of f thee for their re- 
lation to ſome nobler Di ett than our ſelves; and an m- 


tention by our razuierd geſtures to dbclare to ſons of 
pang doh the Exemplar or others, the yo we 


ot on «4 thang fo mearly relatmy to o ſuch holy Per- 


'P, Nat Ls... that this effeem or 'reverent treatment 
of cnanirnate things { for the ſake of ſome fond per 
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on they appertain to) ſhould therefore be the ſame of 
A the relating to fuch perſon, F. 50. 

9. The lawfulneſs of an inferior YVemeration of [mages 
being cleared, no need to inquire whether the preſent 
praice kerem be ancient, and the \modern uſe preciſely 
the ſame as of former ages. For what at any time 1s + 
lawfully prattiſed may at any time lawfully begin to 
be ſo. And Antiquily in not condemming, juſtifies the 
preſent Praftice. Scripture-example without a Pre- 
cept is ſuffurent. The non-praftice argues not the 
7 radition not ApoFlolical. \. 53. 

Proteſtants grant Images began to be uſed in the Fourth 
Age. 


The Church not chargeable with the Abuſes abut Ima» 
ges ; She regulating by her Biſhops both the making and 
uſe of them. Nor bound in favour io Proteſtants to 

it all her Images; as neither do Proteſtants theirs - 
in favour to Puritans. \. 58. , 

The Church not chargeable with Tdolatry for ſome par-, 
ticular Prattices therem; becauſe the mternal at? of 
Worſhip not knowable by others. . F. 59. 

The external ſuch as is praftiſed among Catholicks (ab- 

NRratting from a bad intention) may be lawfully uſed in - 
the honour gruen to a Creature. \. 60. 

The great guilt and the inconveniencies preſſme 
thoſe that charge the Church with Tdolatry in the mat-- 
ter of Images. \F. Gt. 
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CONCERNING 


IMAGES 


AND 


IDOLAFRY. 


N this Diſcourſe concerning the Worſhip or Veneration 
| of Images I ſhall proceed by theſe ſteps. 1. I ſhall ſhew 

what Worfhips of Images are willingly granted by Ca- 
tholicks to be Idolatrous. 2. That all the Lcoe Moline 
in this kind, Heathen, Jewiſh,. or any other, are compre- 
hended in ſome of them. ' 3. That from any ſuch Idolatry 
the Roman Do&@rine and Praftice, in their Veneration of 
Images, 1s clearly free. 4. What Worſhip or Veneration 
of Images the Roman Church allows, and contends for. 
5. That this Church is no way. chargeable with the Abuſes 
happening in ſuch Worſhip. 


T. Firſt,” then, Concerning Idolatrous Worſhips of Images 
theſe things are willingly granted. 

I. That to Worſhip, or Bow to, an Image made to repre. 
fent a falſe God; tho ſuch God imagined to be Spiritua], or 
Immater1al; and tho imagined not to reſemble, not to ani- 
mate, or inhabit, or have any preſence 1n, or to _ any VIr- 


tue to, ſuch Image, -( altho ſuch a refined, and abſtracive 


Heathen-worſhip can hardly be produced), 1s Idolatry: Be 
cauſe indeed the thing repreſented, and which they worſhy 
by, in, or before, this Image 1s not God, but an Idol, a Fi- 
ment; either Quod non eft, Nothing; or, Quale non eff, 10 
fuch Thing as they 1magine - 
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"2 - -— . Concerning Images, and Idolatry. 
** C. 2. _2- Grantedalſo; That making an Image or Repreſentation 
of the true God, (tho He confefled to be ſuch as he 1s in all 

his other Attributes), and worſhiping Him by, in, or before, 

it, if he be imagined to have any ſuch particular form, or 

ſhape,as the Image repreſents [as the IN con- 

cerv'd him to bear an humane ſhape; and moſt of the Heathen 

+ as in other of _ — 1n this,the not belicv- 
ing the pure Sprituakty,and Infinity of his Ejence, AF.17.29,. 

= ( as ,» chelaſ of theſe do TG ry, 16cm; Jery and ſo 

were prone to make ſeveral Similitudes and Figures, | is alſo 

Idolatry ; that 1s, a worſhiping him as ſomething He 1s not, 

or as having ſome ſhape, figure, or members, he hath nor. 

Andis expreſly forbidden by God in the Second Commandment 

(according to the Proteſtant-account) Exod. 20. 4. T hou ſhalt 

wot make unto thee any graven thing, or any likeneſs that 1s in. 

Heaven &c. thou fhalt not bow down unto them, nor ſerue them. 

Where, by ſerve them 1s underſtood, * either giving Divine 

Honor to any of them, and ſerving them as God, ftrange God's 

being prohibited juſt before, ver/. 3. and, 7 am ajealous God, 

" following preſently after, ver. 5.;. » Or giving Honor to God 

by any ſuch Image, as # Similitude of God; or giving to ſuch 

Image any inferior honor whatever, as tothe Similitude of 

God; or as having any wrtae 1n it, whereby to. render onr 

Devotions more' acceptable to God. Of which Moſes ſpeak- 

eth, Dent. 4.15, 16,17. Take good heed to qe &c. for 

ye ſaw no manner of Similitude in Horeb. See allo Zſa. 40. 18. 

46. 5. AA. 17. 29. Thus, therefore, we are forbidden, to 

o God any honor by any kind of Image or Figure fo.de- 


neither of the true with conceiting 1t to have any likeneſs 
of him, or htm to have auy preſence 1n it, or to communicate 
any Divine Virtue thereto, whereby our fervice may be ren- 
dred more acceptable to ham through, or by,it. Nor was ſuch 
law obligatory only tothe Jews, but is ſo to all men for ever, 


Etins, Sent. 3. Diſt. 377. Contra. i5Famprobibitionem ( Decalegt ) 
peccaur tribus modis. *. St ipſum yes nes habetur pro Deo. 
2 Si Ceaturaper Simulachrum. repraſeniata colitur ut Deus. x $i 
Ya habqur Sumulachrum. | tho in an intention of worſhiping the 
true 


1gned: and, as not to make the Image of any other God, fo: 


Converning Images, and Idolatry. 


true God ] guaſe per illud Deitas t/a cffigiaretur. Bell. de mag. 
2.1. 13. c. Qui imagnatur Deum eſſe iſt [dolo ſimilem, dum pu- 
zant ſe colere Deum verum, revera non colunt nife figementum ſunm. 
Conc. 'Trideat. Sell. uk. $5: aligyand? hiftorias &y narrationes ſa- 
cre Scripture, cum id indoeete plebi expeadiat, exprimi & figurari 
contigerit, doceatur populus, non propterea Drvimtatem figurart,quaſt 


Corporess cults conſpici, vel coloribus, aut ſiguris exprimi poſſit. 


3+ It 18granted alſo ; That to give aexyder or Divine Wor- 
ſhip wholly, or inpart, to any Image ( made to repreſent, I 


- ſay, not only the Likeneſs of God, but of any Apparition of 


God, or to any Image of our Lord Chriſt) as to a mediate, 
or immediate, Obje& of ſuch Divine Worſhip, 3s flat Idolatry : 
Since ſuch perſon muſt either hold ſuch Image to be God, 
or duch ſupreme Worſhip lawful to begiven to what is not God. 


Of which thus ZBe/arm. De Ilmag. 2.1. 24.c. Aon licet Imas 
gines colkere Divmis honoribus, 1.e. cults Latric, etiamſi quis dicat, 
id ſe facere propter Deun vel Chriftum, non propter imagines ; nam 
box 1pſe quod eas colit druints honoribus comviucitur a proprer 
ipſas, non propter Dewn quicquid iſe verbis dicet | for none can 
give aninterior ſupreme Honor to what really he holds not Su- 
preme. | And, ---Quts diceret , ſe exhbibere Latriam [maginibus, 

ue et droma Servitus in affettu ſolo conſiſtens, concederet eo of 0, 
e Imaginibus tanguam Dus ſervire, faith Yaſquez, In 3. T hom. 
Dip. 109. c. 3. As forthe Expreſſions of ſome Gebeckmes how 
they are to be underſtood ſee below, F. 37. . And hence alſo 1s 
conceded, That to profeſs the giving any Adoration, or Religi- 
ous Worſhip, as Adoration, and Religion are taken ſtrictly and 

roperly to lignify Devine Worſhip, to any image of God, of our 
Lon or his Saints, 1s Idolatry. 


4. Granted; That to give any external Sign, Ceremony, 
or Note of Honor that is appropriated by, God to himſelf, to 
any Image whatever, tho without any intention to give any 
divine honor to ſuch Image, where the 1gnorance 1s not 1n- 
vincible, is Idolatry : for this is worſhuping the Creature wath 
a Worſhip due only to God. ' And ſuch Idolatry 1s it alſo, to 
communieate any Attribute or perfe&tion of God, and conle- 

A 2 quently 
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- Concerning Images, and Tdolatyy: 


quently the honor and reyerence due toit, to any Creature, 


5. Laſtly, Granted, (taking Idolatry in a larger fenſe, fo 
as groſs and ſuperſtitious Worſhips in a falſe and prohibited 
manner, tho of the true God, may be {tiled ſuch, or at leaſt 
are ſins highly offending God as being a ſervice unlawful 
and prohibited by him), That to make the Image (not of 
God, but) of an Angel, or Cherub, or any other Figure; and 
to worſhip God before it, as a Symbol of his Preſence; or as 
believing God there to have a peculiar Preſence to, with, or 
in, 1t; or God to give ſome virtue to 1t, or to others by it, 
when ſuch belief 2s a groundleſs figment of the Worſhipers, 
without any Divine Promiſe of any ſuch peculiar Preſence, 
or Virtue; this alſo will be a ſpecies of Tdolatry, tho not 1o 
groſs or {tapid as ſeveral of the former, and more or leſs ex- 
cuſable according to the voluntary or involuntary ignorance 
Or Error of the o—_—_ from which it proceeds, And fo, 
xt we ſuppoſe here the bett, that is pretended, or can be 
imagined of the Iſraelites worſhip of the Calf at Sar, and 
afterward of thoſe at Bethel; viz. That all things were fra- 
med like to thoſe 1n the Santum Sanfortm of the Tabernacle, 
and afterward of the Temple; and then, the God of Zfraet 
only worſhiped as preſent here between the Cherubs ; wor- 
ſhiped in the ſame manner here, as in the SanQtuary, or 
Temple (tho there ſeems tobe no trath in this ſuppoſition, 
that the Jews Worſhip was ſuch, ſee F. 8, 9. )- yet, as'the one 
was a true and acceptable worſhip of God, ſo would -the other 
have been Idolatry, and the worth of their own groundleſs 
and irrational F cs inſtead of the ſervice required from 
them by God; and where. the error of their Judgment, bein 
void of any Divine Promiſe, or Revelation concerning ſuc 
peculiar Preſence, was unexcuſable, as alſo. was that of 
Gideon, Fud. 8. 27. who- made an Zphod, and probably all 
other furniture belonging to the Divine Service, and ſet 1t up 
in his own City, tho without intention of introducing any 
{trange God, or Worſhip, See ver. 23, and 33. the people re- 
turning to ſtrange Gods (as before in Jud. 2. 12. 3.77.) after 
his death:, yet 1t is ſaid here, that all ”= fornicated, that 
3s, committed Idolatry with his Zphoa'; and, that it was the 
ruine of his houſe, Of 


Mu 
® 


Concerning Images, and Tdolatry: 

Of which thus St. Auſtine, 2, Yer. Teftam. 7.1 41.9. moves 
this Queſtion. Non fruſtra queritur, cum dolum non fuerit, id eft, 
cujuſguanm Dei falſi > alient ſimulachrum, ſed Ephud, 1d eft, unum 
de Sacramentis T abernaculi quod ad veitem Sacerdotalem pertineret, 
guomods fornicationem Scriptura dicat popault iſta ſettantis, atgue ve- 
#erantis. To which he anſwers, /deo ſerhcet quod preter Taber. 
naculum Dei, nhbi erant iſta que thi fiert juſſerat Deus Iſrael, extra 
fimile aliquid fieri fas non erat. And afterward, Ut? hoc /it pecca- 


tum Gedeon, quodextra Dei T abernaculum fecerit aliquid /imile ubi 


coleretur Dens: 


Not much different ſeems alſo that of 2icah, Fad. 15.6. 13. 
and thee HManicheans worſhiping the Sun for Chriſt; or Chrilt 
in the Sun. This of ſeveral-ſorts and ways of Idolatry in 
Images freely granted.. 


IT. Next, All the Idolatrous uſe of Images either by the 
Heathens, or Jews, or any others, ſcems to have fallen under 
ſome of theſe. 

1. For that of-the Heathen, I think the matter- out of dil. 

te; who whatever reſpe&' they gave to, or conceit they 
_ of, the Images, -it is certain, that the Gods or Demons 
1nviſible, that theſe — by, or in, them, were not the 
one, true, but many, and falſe, Gods ; whullt they alſo groſly, 
and ſtupidly (even the wiſeſt of them) erred both in ſeveral 
of the Divine Attributes, and communicated alfo to the in- 
ferior falſe Gods thoſe Attributes and Honors { as Sacrifice, 
for one) which do belong only to the Supreme: Neither 
can there be ſhewn (tho ſome Proteltants take great pains for 
paralelling Heathens and Catholicks 1n Idolatry, to make the 
one in their Worſhip very acute and fubtile; the other ex- 
tremely ſtupid and ſimple, as it Chriſtianity much blinded- 
the one, and Heatheniſme much clevned-the other) I ſay, 
neither can there be ſhewn out of the Apologies of the Wiſeſt 
of the Heathen, ( after Chriſtanity had ſubtilized them, ) 
either in their own Works, or thoſe of the Fathers, any 
Heathen Image-Worſhip ſo refined and purified,” as not tor - 
have been peccant in ſome of the circumſtances forementioneg; : 
v1. either. zmagining fome things falſe concerning the Image,-, 
OT. 
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 — Cancertling Images, and Iidlatry, 

or concerning the Deity.they worſhiped, or-both. Or, 3 there 
Can, 1t ſhall be granted, that ſuch Perfpn. was 'ao Idalater ; 
but then, maintained alſo, that he was no Heathen. 


2. For the Idolatry of me Jews, whether at Swaz, or at 
Bethel (both which. fome alſo labour much to extenuate, ſo 
to raiſe the Chriſtzan's prattice in their Yeneration of Images 
Os. to equal it) yet we find the Scriptures moſt expreſs an 
charging them with worſhiping not the God of 7/raeh, whom 
they are {aid meanwhile to have forgotten and cait behind 
them, but the Calves, the.molten Images with Divine Honors, 
and Sacrmfices. See, for the firſt, that of Sinar, the Declara- 
tion, of God, Exod. 32.8. They have made a molten Calf, and 
Have worſhiped it, and ſacrificed to it, and have ſaid theſe | or 
this Nehem. 9. 18. | 7s thy God, &c. And of Moſes, ver. 31. 
They have made them a God of Gold, And of the Pſalmiſt, 
Pſal. Loy. 19, 20, 21. They worſhiped the Golden Image, and 
changed their Glory | their God, Fer. 2. 11. | auto the ſamilitud, 

af an Ox, that eateth graſs: and, they forgat God their Saviour, 
which had done great things in Egypt. And of St. Stephen 

AFR. 7. 41. They made a Calf and nd Sacrifice to the . Tdol. 
See for the ſecond, that of Feroboam, 1. Ang. 12. 28. 32, 
where, after the like Proclamation, he is ſaid 70 have ſacri- 
ficed to the Calves that be had made, arid alſo to Devils, 2.Chron. 
I1.1s. and 1s accuſed by the Prophet Abyah, 1. King. 14. 9. 
to have goue aud made him ether Gods, and matten ſmages, and 
to have caft the Lord behind his back | that is, forgot ham,which 
ſeems not done 1n his worſhiping none, but him, between the 
Cherubim, and only muſtaking the right place. ] But yer 
further, ſince we live in a world now not ſo addited to Idola- 
try, astheold was, and ſoleſs crediting it; that we may the 
ealtlier imagine this Idolatry of the Jews ſo groſs, as here 
deſcribed, Gonfider, how formerly in Zgypt many of the Il- 
raclites themſelves went after, and ſerved, the Idols thereof. 
Of which God complains alſo, Zzek. 20. 7, 8. And alſo how 
in the Wilderneſs after this, at Sar, and after the Taber- 
nacle already erected, and God's Worſhip better ſerled, they 
{ill entertained, and ſerved, there alſo, ſtrange Gods, Mo/och 


and Remphan, and the Moabites Idal, BaalPeor ; _ n 
0 


Concerning Images, aud Idolatry. 
Hoſt of Heaven ; had their Images, Figures,and Tabernacles ; 
and, in effet, worſhiped the Devils, ſee Zevz. 17. 7. that in- 
ſpirited them; ſee Amos 5.25, 26. AF. 7. 43. Te tookup 
the Tabernacle, &c. And it 1s ſaid, Zzek, 20. 16: That, here, 
their hearts went after their 1dols, they and ther Children, 
wer. 24. And Dent. 32, 16, 17, 18. 7 hat they ſacrificed 70 
Devils, not to God; to new Gods, whom their Fathers feared 


ot; and that they forgat God that formed them. See Lev. 17.7. 


Num. 25.3. And, 1t you will look yet higher, fee the in- 
fe&tious Idolatry of their Forefathers in Ur of the Chaldees, 
perhaps the cauſe of God's removing Abraham and his Fa- 
mily thence: Fo. 24. 2. compared with Ger. 31. 53. 1a 
43-27. and Gen. 35. 2. Again; for Jerokoam's Idolatry at 
Dan and Bethel, conlider his new coming .out of Zgypr, and 
what Idol-worſhips S2/omon. 1n his old age had done, or tole- 
rated before ham. 


Therefore Dr. Zlammond, Of 7dblat. + 34, 35,36. (having 
xejefted eHoncens his Oprmion) concludes, ---7 he Queſtion 
which is ordinarily. made ( whether the {frachtes worſhiped this 
Calf, or only God in this Calf) may well enough be ſuperſeded; 
and the Reſolution be (ufficiently clear, that they worſhiped not 
God osly, but the Idol-Caif alſo. And, ---1t is not improbable by 
the Text (faith he, F. 34.) that the Calf was by them thiss 
counted of as an /mage, which, upon Aaron's Conſecration; was 
thus antmated by God [6 the Heathen alſo conceited of their 
Idols ] and ſo fit to go before them, and to be therr ConduZer ins: 
Moſes's abſence. And of the ſame Opinion is Mr. 7 horn- 
&tke, perſwaded by the many Texts of Scripture clearly de- 
claring it. See Z#pz/og. 3.1. 25.c. where he faith, p. 295, of 
the Calf at Simaz: ©That he can by no means diſtinguiſh thar 
©:& of the Ifraclites from the Tdolatries of ?, which zt 
*was but late that they had forſaken. And, of the other art 


Bethel, That the appearance of the ldolatry of the Gentiles: 


©:n the ſervice tendred to Ferobvams's Calves ts evident in: 

«Scripture, quoting I. Arg I4. 9. 15, 16. And, --+ Thar 

©the Ifraelites attributed t 

*to thoſe imaginary Deities, which they advanced to the 

©rank of the only true God. Thus Mr. Zhorudite. All = F 
Ye. 


e incommunicable Name of God. 
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Concerning Images, ahd . 
» c E 


'have produced to ſhew, that ſome Proteſtants- haye no juſt 


Grounds 'ta- plead ſuch diſcretion, and ſubtilty in- the If- 
raelites Idolatry. 9771 | 


Yet thus much may beconceded,. tho the uſe of them was: 
very idolatrous; That, for the firſt making of theſe Calves, 
1t 1s not improbable, that both the Calf in Simaz, and thoſe 
afterward ſet up in Dan and Yethel, were framed in reſem- 
blance of the Cherubims ſet up in the Tabernacle firſt, and 
then in the Temple. The proper Face of a Cherub (as figu- 
red by «Moſes,and erwand by Solomon, from which Zzekte/'s, 
as alſo St Fohn's ſomewhat differ ) being that of a Calf; as 
appears from Zzech. 1. 10. compared with 10. 14 In which 
later the face of an Ox 1s called ( contradiſtint to the other 
three faces) the face of a Cherub:- and ſee Z2ek. 1:7: for 
their feet. Now, tho the Tabernacle-Cherubims were ſet up 
after Aaron's Calf, yeta pattern of theſe things was ſeen in 
the Mount' before (See Heb 8.5. AFﬀ.7. 44. Exod. 25:9.); 
of which Aaron might have had ſome intimation;or alſo Viſion, 
together with the Seventy.Elders in the Mount, Erod.24..9.10- 


I ſaid, the face of a Calf,tho the Figure of their Body ſeems 


to be upright, as. that of a Man. See Exod. 25.'18. where 
they are made at the two ends of the Propitiatqry, ahd co» 
vering 1t not--with their ' Bodies, but Wings {tretched out 
from them: (unleſs any. will have.the Calt made-ere and 
with .hands): See Zzek. 1. 5. --41. 28, 29. compared with 
£2ek. 1.10. And Gen. 3.24. the-Chervbin ſet with a flaming 
two-edged Sword. And it ſeems their form appeared not 
always -exatly the fame, -but, . according -to the ſervice 
and uſe of them was diverſified, as they made his ſeat 
overthe Propitiatory-1in the Tabernacle and Temple ; where 
'the face being ſaid to look toward the Propitiatory 1m- 
plies -1t was but one: -Or as they drew or carried his Cha- 
riot in Zze&zel; where, to move always immedaatly foreright 
without turning .or wheeling about, they had " Aa Faces : 
'Or, as they attended on his Throne, praiſing, and worſhip- 
ang, 1n St. Sober's Rev. 4. and the Prophet Z#/ay's Viſion, ſa. 6. 
where they had, becauſe of the Glory of the Divine Majelty, 
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zms, and the Scripture, in vilifying of them, calls them 
Calves;' or elſe, by reaſon of the Zfrachtes and allo Fero- 
boam's lately betore coming out of Zeyp?, and being corrupted 


with its Idolatry, their Images varied 1n part from the true. 
figures of the Cherubims, to bear the more reſemblance to the * 


God of 'Zzypt, a Calf. This, for the occaſion of making 
them. And laſtly, If the worſhip of them madobe only ſup-. 
poſed of fuch a degree, to which ſome Proteſtants, much con+ 
trary to the Scripture-complaints, would abate 1t, yet thus 
alſo it is confeſfed before, F. 8. unexcuſable : nor. will fuch 
Conceſhon prejudice any preſent Roman PraQtice in their be- 
A toward Images. This, of the Heathen, and Jewith, 
tries. 


IIT. In the next place then I ſhall ſhew, That, from all theſe 
fore-mentioned Miſcarriages the Chriſtian's PraQtice, in the 
Veneration of Images, is eaſily acquitted. 

1. Firſt; then, For any Figure of God, or of the Digs 
18, It is no matter of Faith, but only of- Opinion (fome 


tholicks denying 1t) that any ſuch may be rightly made at all.” 


- 
_- 


two wings to cover their "face. Now, either vAzron's and: 
rap $s Molten-image was made exadtly like theſe Cheru- 


Bellarm. de Imag. 2. /. 8. c. Nen eft tam certum in Eccleſia ; an ſit 


aciende 
on enkiscelttonter omnes Catholics," 
--- 1 of >! " ; ; 
2. Next, univerſally —_ That any Image, or Figure 
thereof may be made. (in the ſame manner Ie thoſe of Crea- 
tures, or thoſe of oux Lord Chriſt himſelf are) to ſignify any 
form or ſha pager to- it : and who ſhall-worſhip God as 
having any: ſuch likeneſs is cenſured before. ' But as for the 
viſible Apparitions of any Perſon of ' the FTrunity*which have ' 
bin made in Scripture, Tt-1s by many Catholicks conceived 
lawful to repreſent in a Piture to one man's'eye, what hath 
bin ſeen by another's. As the firtmgof the Ancientof Days 
im Daniel, Dan. 7. 9. or Deſcent of the Dove in St. Matthew, 


Ch. 3.16. that is, to repreſent not the true figure of God, _ 
: B | . the 


Imagimes Dei, /rve Trinikatts, quam Chrifti, oy Sandtorum. 
aptoranean"/. or ma 


the true figure of his MÞparition, and an Emblematical or: Me- 


aolatry, F. 58. *Notwith- 
of God.is prohibited: 

3 - + acred pony re be t 
ownany form, particularly an eye, a ray, a glory, &c. | 1 
add : > or Third Peron of thi Trinity 
hath appeared 1n, a Man, Z2ef: 1. 26, a Dove, 76. 1. 32.] not 
© to ſignify any a gre likeneſs of him (which Is 1 ce 


Git, at leaſt what degree or ſpice of Idolatry, unleſs I muſt be 
©thought to worſhip the Name of God, becauſe E write or 
© read it. Thus He. And to Mr. Spencer's urging the law- 
fulneſs of repreſenting God, as he hath pleaſed in the former 
Viſions to repreſent himſelf, Dr. Fern, Anſw. to Spencer,p.s] 
anſwers, ©*That the repreſentations of theſe Viſions are tole- 
Table: And if of theſe Viſions tolerable, why not alſo of ſome 
part of them? As the Ancient of Days ſitting on a: Throne, 
to repreſent his coming to Judgment; Or the. figure of a Dove, 
to ſignify a peculiar preſence and affiſtance of the Holy Gholt ; 
where nothing untrue or unwarranted. by Scripture. is. de- 
{ ae the care and ove ” ——_ 
Church Governors. eſe. thus: repreſented, why-ma 
not the ſame reverence be given to ſuch figures cocetnmticled 
- to us by ſuch ſacred Scripture-Apparitions, as is to other re- 
preſentations of, facred.Perſons, our Lord, 'or his: Saints lim- 


ned, or drawn; in the like ſtories ; and why may. not thoſe: 


Perſons of the Trinity be worſhiped. before ſuch: Symbolical 
Figures, ox;Repreſentations of them, if our.Lond Chriſt may 
od. his?. Of which-more hereafter. Only: provided, this 


difference ys. be” put-; that we imagine no true /reſem- 


blance of.,the Perſon 19 the ane, as,we do in the other, and 
that our devotion. refle&.not on the ſimilitude of the Perſon, 
but of the. Apparition, and. on the. teality of. ſome gracious 
operatiqn; thereaf,.  _ 


» In 


ht of which is commuted: to the- 


UMI 


UMI 


_ Concerning Images, and Tiolitry. | 
2 Ta none of theſe, whether Metaphorical Repreſentations 
of the Trinity, or proper ones of -ovr Lord or his Saints, 
do Catholicks affirm or pretend any peculiar prefence of the 
Deity, of our Lord, or of his Saints ; no Virtue;cither natural, 
or acceſſory and derivative in any fuch Tmage, for whichit 
ſhould be worſhiped, or honoured, ortruſted in ;-or, for which, 
our Lord ſhould be honoured, or worſhiped by it ; or our re- 
elts to have any more acceſs or efficacy LE or through, any 
ſuch Image, to, or upon, its Exetnplar, or Perſon repreſented : 
Or, again, the Exemplar any greater 1nfluence, #y, or 7h5rough 
2t, -upon thoſe, who ſfupplicate him before it. Norſeemet. 
the Expreſſion'of the Council of Trent, Sefl. 25. [Per Imagi- 
Wes guas ofcularmr, oy coram quibus caput aperimus (oy procum- 
bimus, Chriſtum adoramus, cujus lhe ſimilitudinem gerunt | 
to have any -other meaning than'this, That per oſculationerm 
mug inum, and apertionem capitis &c. coram illis, adoramus 
Prototypum : that by, or in, that inferior reverence and re{- 
= we give to them, we teſtify the Honor or Adoration we 
bear to him, they repreſent” to us: as appears alſo by the 
words of the Council immediately preceding. ---Non quod cre- 
datur &c. ſed quoniam honos qui ers exhibetur [i. e. that Cult 
iven them, expreſly declared inferior by the Council -of 
ice, to whoſe explication the Council of 7rent referrs us ] 
refertur ad Prototypa, que ile repreſentant. In which ſenſe, 
it 1s noted by Z/tzus, 3. Sent. Dift. 9. F. 3. that this Saying 
of St. Ba/i, and ſome others, Honor Imagmis tranſit im 
Prototypum, 1s taken, both by the ſecond Council of Nice 
by Pope Arian, Reſp. Carol. c.8. by Damaſcen, De Fid 
Orthod. 4. 1]. 17. c. and alſo 1s underſtood to be taken fo,' and 
in ſuch ſenſe diſputed againſt by the Caro/ine Books, /.3. 5.16. 
and not1n that other ſenſe applied to it by ſome Schoolmen. 
As the Honor done to his Image, or to the Chair of State, re- 
dounds 'to the honor of the Prince, yet is not the ſame we 
ve to the Prince. Thus then per /magines we worlhup the 
—; but not, as if by, or thro, theſe Images, as a 
more advantageous or acceptable medium of our ſervice, we 
dire& our proper worſhip to the m__ as ſome Prote- 
Rants feem willing to miſtake *t. - Or, 1f any will have the 
Council +0 fpeak here not my inferior Adoration __ 

2 nate 


| Concerning Images, and Idolatry. 
nated-in the Image, but of the ſupreme, given to the Proto. 
type, then the Council in theſe words , | Per /maginem Chri. 
um adoramus] muſt be underſtood to uſe per only to ſignify 
- . the motuve, or occaſion, of our worſhip. As that Saying of - 
St. Gregory, Epiſt. 7. l. 53. long ago Expreſſerh it: Zz nos 
- _ quidem ante Imaginem Sahvatoris non quaſi ante Drvinitatems 
profternimur , ſed illum adoramus, quem per magmem aut na- 
tum, aut paſſum &c, recordamur. But I ſay, tho Catholicks 
may thus make the Image, or rather our beholding it, a me- 
dium of exciting the Remembrance, and ſo the Love, Honar, 
Worſhip, of the Exemplar, yet they make it no- medium ot 
the foreſaid worſhip to the Exemplar or Prototype | Non ne 
credatur (ſaith the Council of 7 rent, Sell. 25.) meſ/e alrgua 
im is virtus, propter quam ſint colende : vel quod fiducia m its 
Jul feends. Laſtly, Catholicks pretend no advantage, in the 
uſe of ſuch Images, either to render our Prayers, or Worſhip, 
more acceptable to God, or his Saints, or more effeftual to 
us, ſave ſo far as the frequent beholding fuch Repreſenta- 
tions may excite, and increaſe our devotion, affeCtion, and 
. love, and imitation of their Virtues gc. and this devoriot 
Ieuon, imitation obtain a more gracious acceptance xs | 
reward. | 
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C. 14. Neither have the folemn Benedi&ions of Images uſed: 1n 
the Church any ſuch deſign, as to derive from above any 
pecial virtue into them, but-only, as 1n all other benediCtions 

- of God's Creatnres, to implore God's bleſſing on. them. for that 
purpoſe, to 'which- they are made uſe of; viz. Ut guories 1Has 
 {magines ſive effigies oculis-corporets intuemur, tottes eorum, mw - 

. quorum memoriam ty honorem adaprantur, AtFus fy ſanttita- 
iem ad imitandum memorie oculis meditemur. And, -—(Ut qui- 
 cungue coram-illis [imaginibus] talem SantZum honorare ftudu- 
erit, [ilins precibus oy. obtentu a Dev gratiam in praſenti, & 

. eternem gloriam obtmeat in futuro. Where the reward-fol- 
-Jows the devotion of the Supplicant, not any, virtue of the 


Pitture,;.And, if ſome Pitures or Images happen. to be fre- | 
.quented* Wigh--1 rayers: (I mean, to the Perſon repre- 
ented. by thts are t others, becauſe. ſome Miracles 
. have bin don, 2s. 48 ſome. holy Places more thag in ſome 
| IF others, 


Concerning Images, and Idolatry. 
others, ſo where ſome Holy Pitures or Images are, more than 
-where ſome others; yet are ſuch. Miracles no more affirmed 
to be done by any virtue: of ſuch Images (which is by the 
Church declared to be none at all in any, Non quod credatier 
meſſe aliqua in 1s m_ than by the virtue of ſuch Holy 
Place; But only from God's good pleaſure ; a reaſon of which, 
as to the places,and times,and other circumſtances he chuſeth, 
we are not to enquire. Now, as no ſuch corrupt Imaginations 
.concerning any Divine influence or virtue of Image; have 
ever binin the Chriſtian Church, ſo have always ſome ſuch 
Imaginations attended all former Idolatrous cs of Images 
that have ever bin; Heathen, or Jewiſh. Unleſs it were an 
Idolatry, peccant only in the Exemplar; worſhiping that 
which 1s repreſented by the Image (ſuppoſe the deceaſed Em- 
peror) for a God whicl is not ſo; and not at all faulty abour 
the Image, if uſing it only as a Memorial of ham. For, ſome 
Idolatry may be withour, or beſide, and was before,any Images. 


3/y, Neither doth the Roman Church adnut any Prayer, 
tho at pleaſure ſaid _ to be directed zo, any Image ; (ex. 
cluding here the Proſopopeias ſometimes found 1n O_g—_y 
\Poetry (as, O Crux, ave ſpes wnica; for, Crucifixe) and. by 
the learned, who uſe them, ſufficiently underſtood 1n a Catho- 
lick ſenſe) they berng held, as without life, or knowledge, 
ſo without any animation or inhabitation of the Deity [nor 
guod credatur ineſſe aligqua it its Drumitas, ---el quod ab ets 
it aliquid petendum, ſaith the Council, Sef/. 25. And Bellargn. 
De Imag. 2.1: 18.c. Precaturiad Imagimes accedimus, non ut 
invcemus imaginem, ſod ut memoriam ejus, gow orare volumus, 
nobis 111490 roinet : This: indeed being: x 
Catholick uſe of them. ] Nreither do Catholicks offer any Sa- 
crifice.tathem ; a thing the Heathen profefled :.,or uſe any 


otherexternal Ceremony of worſhip whatever, appropriated : 


by God to himſelt. 


4. All theſe Fancies: concerning, and Praftices toward Inma- 
ges being rejeted: by the Church, Neither 4/y do Catholicks, 
1x the =. wr. Veneration which they retain of then, for the 


Perſon's ſkke whom they repreſens,. yet.give the proper Cult 
TH | = 


e chiefly profeſſed - 
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.Comrrning 'Images, am Tdotatry. 
or Worſhip due'to the Exetnplarunto:them: either Latrie wr 
Divine Worſhip to the Images of our Lord Chriſt, or to'the 
Metaphorical and Hiſtorical ones of the Trinity; or that 1n- 
ferior called Dulia to thoſe of Saints. And therefore 1n therr 
applying cither the term of Adoration, or of Religious Wor- 
ſhip to Images or any other ſacred thing or perſon, ſave to 

+ -Godonly, theydeclare their not taking or uſing theſe words 

4n the molt ſevere, ſtri&t, or proper Rake: for ſo they graut 
them to be uſed toſigaify only the ſupreme worſhip due to the 
Divine Majeſty. | 


Of which thus St. Thomas, 224, q. 81. art. 5. Religioeft, gue 
Deo debitum cultum offert. And Art. 1. Rehgro eft virtus, } pr 
_ RE ou debitum _— pion" nas —— | 

w70 (ſaith he) haber aces atFus : quoſaam qui Ws 
ponds wn guos ite, or gues homo Slnagas ad ſolum cum : 
ſicut ſacrificare, ty adorare, ty alia hnjuſmodi. Here we ſee both 
Religio and Aaoratio appropriated to God. 7, ques in 3, Part. D. 
7 hom. Tom. 1- Diſp. $8. c. 1. era ſententia, Duliam qua Stniis 
cultum exhibemus, peculiarem eſſe virtutem a Latria, aut Religions, 
Aiftinfam --- atque adeo Religionem circa cultum ſolius Dei verſart. 
And, --Cam Religio circa cultum Dei ſolum werſetur, cultus & 
honor, qui proxime Sanf#ts defertur, ad ipſam non poterit refers; 


alioquin ſi fer attns Religionis, Latrie quoque diceretur. 1a 
e 


enim & Keligio wdem ſunt. Bellarm. De Sant. Beat. 1.7. 12.c. 


Aliquando accipicebant Patres nomen Religiois (ſtriftius] wut .com- | 
' pentt news ſpeciali que habet pro ohjett — Dn. Of Tu 


A tmguitar Jpecie- ab ea virtute qua colimus SantiFos : ali lav- 
gtus, prowunmi illa virtute qua colimus vel Deum, vel Dei 'umicos, 
aliaſque res ſaoras, fy que diſtimeuitur a cultu politics. Franciſcus 
a SanQa Clara. Prob, 37. De Tnvoc. San. p. 348. Objetinm 
[aQtus] Relig ionis eff Deus ſolus. Cultus quo veneramur SantFos 
non eft rehgionis attus ; nec eſt attus civilis; \'quin objetium non'eſt 
aliquid civile, ſed ſupernaturale, ſcil. SaniFitas corum:. | 


$. 17. Therefore it may be obſerved of the two Conncils that 
have chiefly fpoken of Image-worſhip, the fecond of Nice, 


and that of Trent. 1» That the Council of Trew7 in the De- 
cree-De Religuiis SanForum <y ſacris /maginidus, Sell. 27. pas. 
| poſely 


Concerning Imager; and Tdolary. 


Relige Vorſbrp. Santtorum cum- Chriſto vryentium 

it). ſani7a. Corpora a fidelibus veneranda efie. SantForum reli. 
quits: venerationem aigue honorem dcberi, oy eas-a fidelibus utili- 
ter honorari. [magmibus Chriſti &y Deipare YVirginis &c. debi- 
tum honorem fy vener at ionem jk te we Et Chriftum ado- 
ramus, SantZos veneramm. Arthing obſerved not only by P. 
Peron and others. in defence of this Council, but by Daille, 
De Religtos. cult. objeo 4.1. 1.c. with this uncharitable cen- 
ſure- annexed, That they did it out of cunning to conceal the 
true DofFrme of ' their Church. I would he and other Prote- 
ſtants would make good uſe of this their not ſpeaking their 
mind-to. ſubmit to their. moderate Decree , rabedey will. be 
content he ſhould forbear any ſubſcription to their mental 
Reſervatzons; or, if he wall, to» their” Schoolmen's' Specula- 
tions. His.words are,, Ho itt verſute, ut ſolent: Primo e- 
nm, nou: adorationem, aut cultum religioſum (gue vera eft 


, 
rÞfaram Jextentis) ſed vencrationem iis. Reliquuts decernent,, 


uperſtitionts ſue dedecus hnjus vocabuli ambigutate obumbrantes. 


But 4ndeed ſuch was the Councils prudence, to cut off occa-- 


ſlon from: them who. ſeek occaſion, and to deprive their ad- 


veriaries of any advantage (whoſe ſtile therefore, we: ſee;. 


much diſpleaſeth- them) from ſuch general: and equivo 
words (tho cautiouſly explained, when formerly. uſed) of 


making plauſible declamations to the vulgar againſt her inno-- 


cent Doctrine. This for Trenz. 


2 Next, Obſervable alſo, that:the-fecond'Council:of Nice 


uſeth indeed the term.of a#g9oxv»+na;, Adoration, but uſually ac-- 


companied and qualified with ſome diminutive _ and. 


explained by veneratio, ofculum, azmplexus; lis faluta- 


£10, reverens acceſſio &c. Andin-therr Epiſtle to the Emper-- 


ors AM; ». ſheweth the word Adoration to be equivocal ; and, 


to ſhewa ſalutatory Worſhip as well as Latrical and Divine: 
That 1n-the Scripture, as it-1s uſed to God in the came | 
n 


e 
Deminum- Deun tum adorabis ; fo to Men alſo fr Y, 


as Abraham advravit filies Heth : Jacob, Eſau, and Pharaoh 2: 
David, Jonathan, &c. That for the Fathers Gr Nazi- 
anzen 1aith, Serm. de Natiuitate Chriſti ; Bethlehem. 


cole oy 


ſely forbears to uſe either of theſe expreſſions, Adoration, or 
Elie. WH (Kith 


free 


rF 
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freſepe adors (The like we find in St. Jerome, Apod.contra 
Pain. 3-1. bom mean reverſus ſum; ubi adoraui preeſepe 
& incunabula Satvatoris.) On which, —- Qzzs (faith they) 
niſi mnſenſaius exiftimet hac mel tic 4» wikvuan renias Pronun- 
ciart. 'Fhey urge the Church Hymn 7s mwvey\ of woocraniuc 
Limon, Crucem tam adoramus Domine ; Ruod certiſſune (Tay 
they) /alutatio eft, fy dicitur. Thus they defend the word 
Adoration to be uſed to expreſs a ſalutatory Honor. 


For which-we have Chemmitins, Exam. Conc. Trid. p. 4. p. 696. . 
his Confeflion thus far. Qurdam (faith he) wrabula.mitigare fiu- 
ducrunt, ut AR. 3. Confſtantinus Cypii Epriſcopus. dicit. ----Suſ- 
cipto venerandas /magines : Adorationem autem, que fit ſecundum 
aerxHar, lautummodo Superſubſtantiali &y Y ruifice 7 rmitati conſerve, 
Et Aft. 75. Duunt veram latriam oli Druine Nature competere. 
Eje autem aliam honorariam adoxationem : /icut Jacob adoravit Efau. 

en. 33. Abraham jfilzos Heth. Ger. 23. Jacob Pharaonem Gen.4.7.&c, - 
Quando itaque dicitur, Imagines adorandas, non mteliigi cultum La. 
tris : Sed adorare i1dem valere, quod ſalutare, amplett1, g amare, /icut 
Phariſe1i ſeribuntur emeſſe alutationes im foro, Matt. 13. xc. Fo 
lunt 1g1tur quidam vac Adorationis in AFis thins Synod: uthil 
aliud mtelligi, quam exbibitionem bonorts ſeu reverentte que fit ex-/ 
ternoaliquo 64 vel inc/matione _ vel genuflettione, vel amr 
plexu, ofcu 0, {> hujuſmodi. Thus he; Zahely if inſtead of Qui- 
Adam he had put, Ommes. For, we ſee, it 1s the publick ſtating of 
the whole Council in AF. 7. 


Laſtly, whatever the word m-rcoxurnne or Adoration may 
properly fignify, the ſame Fathers declare in their Decree, 
that the veneration, or reverence, or call it what we wall, 
that 1s given by them to Images, neither for the 3nward in- 
tention, nor outward ceremony or figns of it, 1s any other, 
than that which ws generally given even by the: Iconoclaſts to 
other ſacred things, to the Croſs, the holy Utenſils, the Gol- 

Is, Relicks, Churches, and ſuch as the Chriſtians of thoſe 

ays gave alſo-to the Emperors.Statues. Naw, the worſhip 
meanwhile they exhibit to Images certainly is. not what 
their expreſhon may ſeem. to ſome moſt properly to fig- 
vify, but what they explain themſelyes to mean by 1t; bog * 
uc 


* 


fuch- worſhip lawful, their ſuppoſed a fault is ofly verbal. | 
And here alſo the Caroline (obſerving this warineſs in 


this Decree of Mice, as Daife and others 1n that of Trent 
3-4. 17.c. ſay, the Council did this to palliate and diſguiſe 
their Error to the common people: ( of which more anon; ) 
And 2ly, 3. /. 16. c. That tho the /carned do avoid ſuch a 
miſtaken Adoration, yet the wnlearned are ſcandalized there- 
by, and fall intoit : which alſo now is the laſt Plea of Prote- 
{tants againſt the Roman Church. 


Well then: Theſe things are clear, that the word Relegious 
is not uſed at all by either Council, and is by thoſe Roman 
Authors, which ule it, explained to mean, not Divine, but 
only an inferior worſhip of Perſons,or Things Sacred or Holy, 
to contradiſtinguiſh it to that worſhip given to Perſons dig- 
nified 1n the State, or to ſome things relating to them meerly 
upon a Civil account. And ſo was it uſed by St. me lo 
ago. -— Memorias Martyrum (faith he, Contr. Fauſtum -ewy 
2.1. C.) Populus Chriſtianus rehgioſa ſolemnitate celebrat. And 
elſewhere, De Civ. Det, 8. c. 27. Quecungque iitur adbi- 
bentur rehgioſorum obſequia in Martyrum hocts, &c. And De 
Trmitate, z E 10. c. ſpeaking of ſacred things. FMonorem, 
tanquam religioſa, (ſaith he) poſiunt habere ; fluporem, tanquams 
mira, non poſſunt. And, as 1f he had foreſeen the preſent 
_ about 1t, and endeavoured to prevent 1t, he hath thus 
d1ſcourſed on the latitude of the uſe of this word, De Cry. Dex 
Io.4f. 11.c. Et iſa religio quamvuis diſttuttius non quemlibet, 

ſed De: Cultum ſjgnificare videatur ;, unde ifto nomine mterpretati 
ſunt noftr; eam que Grace Synowie dicitur: tamen guia Latina lo- 
guendi conſuetudine non ſolum imperitorum, verum etiam dotti/}t- 
morum, Oy coguationibus humanis atque affmitatibus oy quibuſque 
ceſetudinibus dicitur exhibenda religto [and ſo much more 
Santis] ' non eo voeabulo vitatur ambiguum, cum de caltu Det- 
ratis vertitur Quaſtio: Ut fidenter dicere valcamus, Religionem 
wor eſſe niſi De: cultum : quoniam videtur hoc verbum a /unifi- 
cane 4 vngrage* 2 my prey humans inſolenter auferri. Que 
Haque Synore Grace, Latine autem Religio dicitur, ſed eaque 
nobis oft erga Deum, hanc et tantum Deo deberi aicimus, qui 
verns et Deus, facitque ſuos cultores Deos. Thus St. TE. 
| C ear 
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Clearalſo, that the word Adoration, by the Council that uſeth 
it, 1s declared to be applicd to I 1n 20 other ſenſe, than 
as 1t 1s by the Scriptures: (notwithſtanding Dominum Dear 
Zuum adotabis) to men, to ſcabelwn, muntem ſaniZum, 7 em- 
Plum &c. and by . the whole Chriſtianity ot that Age, to the 
Croſs and other Sacred things; an Antiphon in the publick 
Liturgy of the Church, on Good-Fryday, being ---Crucem tnam 
adoramus Domme, See Ordo Romanus. And Alcumus, De 
Drvints acts, who 1s thought to be the Pen-man of 'the 
Carolme Books, in his Comment on the Liturgy Die Para- 
ſceves there uſeth the ſame word. --Yentt Pontifex & adorgt 
-—-deoſculatur Crucem. And, '---Qui non poſſunt habere de ligno 
Domm: ſabua fide adorant illam Onocen? hath habent ;, mean- 
ing hereby veneration of it. 

I ſay then, after this, Why ſtay we ſtill in the entrance of 
the Controverſy, and make verbal quarrels?. What means ſuch 
Language, as this,of Biſhop Andrews? Reſpon. ad Apol. p.200. 
202, 203. {nſecundo pracepto Legis Adoratio non reſtringitur ab- 
Soluta efl. 1. Diftinguit Cardimalis de Adoratione ea, gy non 
ea, ubi Lex iþſa non diftinguit. Relatrvam ſanfitatem tribuit 
{maginibus, 1d elt, mmimam. Quibus adorationem tamen vin- 
aicat, 1delt, cultum maximum. [Is this, Abraham adoravit 

filios Heth, or, adorate ſcabellum, cultus maximus? Or mult 
not Biſhop Andrews diſtinguiſh at leaſt in the former ? ] Now 
adorabis omnem ſimilitudinem. Immo adorabis aliquam ſimili- 
tudinem. An non ex diametro contraria? No: if we diſtin- 
guiſh concerning Azarabis. Soa late Author, Dr. Stillmgfh. 


Rom. aol. c.1. p.87. *God (faith he) challengeth all Re-- 


þ ew Adoration to himſelt [What? In whatever ſenſe 
Aaoration or Religious can pollibly be taken ? properly, or 1m- 
properly? ] Again, p. 89. *The Synod Fof. Nice] ſaid, 1t 
* intended to give no proper Divine Worſhip to Images». Bnet 
* that 25+ not. the Queſtion, what they fay; but what. the na- 
* rureof the thing doth imply. Whether that Religious Wor- 
*{hip, they give to Images, is not part of the Adoration which 
25 only due to God. The nature of the thing, that is, of the 
Worſhip that 3s expreſſed by their words: and what is that 
then? Not Lateihfon they,but honorarie (> ſalntatoria Adoratio. 
Such, and only ſuch, (for, af not, name whar the icon gave 

to 
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to Images, that the Gatcas gave not to the Croſs?) as is 


Fe to the Goſpels, and Holy Fefels. And is this ſuch an 


doration as 1s only due to God? Qr is og Adrian hard ſect 
to ſhew it was not ſo? What means, I ſay, ſuch loaſe and 
confuſed diſcourſe? *fIf (faith another, Dr. Hammond, Of 
Hereſy, F. 9. n. 18.) the Council of Nice define not for Ado- 
© ration of Images, then 1t 1s not rejetted by us-x&efine not for 
Adoration : doth he mean Adoration here, as that Council 
declares they took it, for Veneration? And will Proteſtants 
allow this? ] And, if it doth define tor Adoration, then 
was it reje&ted by Frenckfurt. But means he here Adoration, 
ficut Derfice Trinitati, which Nice, as well as Franckfurt, 


rejeted ? Or, taken for Yeneration, which Franckfurt denies * 


to Images indeed, but allows to all other holy things : viz. To 
the Image of the Croſs, tho not, of our Lord : and, will that 
Door, think we, granting the one, difter with us for the 
other ? What mean Proteſtants, after the diſtinguiſhing and 
clear dealing of the Church, to {peak thus in the Clouds ? 
When they name FRe/zgrous, take heed of telling us what they 
mean by it; or of touching the Catholick's explication of their 
meaning of it ? Do you underſtand by ut, (fay we) any in. 
ferior veneration or reverence goes to ſuch things as are 
called ſacred, and uſed in our Religion and Service of God ? 
You your ſelves allow it, and give it; ſee below, F. 51. and the 
Gallicen Biſhops did ſo, as much as Nice. Do you mean ſu- 
reme and divine Worſhip due only «o God ? Catholicks 
hos it, to any Creature, as much as you. Why 1s here made 
in Proteſtant Writers ſuch a Petztto principiz thill ? Why are 
not the former Diſputes contracted, and this only diſculled : 
Whether f{acred Images, or Images of ſacred Perſons, our 
Lord, his Holy Mother, and the Saints are without Idolatry 
canance of ſuch a veneration, as 18, 0r at leaſt hath bin here- 
tofore, given generally by Chriſtans to other holy things ? 
Or, Whether the veneration alſo of ſome things not ſacred, 
if only done to them in ſuch a manner, as we honor or reve- 
rence things ſacred, amounts to Idolatry? Or, Whether he, 
who acknowledgeth, ſuch adoration of Images, as was anci- 
ently of the Croſs, maintains {Idolatry ? y, Whether 
{ome wwlzzno; (ſuppoſed, nat granted) 1n their expreflion; as 
| CG 2 to 
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to the word Adoration, or Religious (yet theſe terms not uſed 
in the Council of 7rent - and only the one of them uſed, but 
this explained and qualified 1n the Council of Nice) can a- 
mount to Idolatry by their Do&rine ? - 


This ſaid from F. 16. of the Church's explication of her 
terms, to remove all jealouſies, and leave thoſe excuſeleſs, 
who from equivocal words would aſperſe her Tenents; Now 
I ſhall give a particular account of the proceeding of her Coun- 
cils in itating this matter, eſpecially that of Nice (referred 
to by that of rent; which made this Article concerning Ima- 
pes and ſome others in fome haſt, for concluding the Council 

efore the death of the Pope, then dangerouſly ſick.) The De- 
cree of that Council, A. 7. runs thus: Definimus venerandas 
(ſaith that Council) g& Sacras /magines dedicandas, fy in Tem- 
plis ſantFts Dei collocandas habendaſque ; quo ſcilicet per hanc /ma- 
ginum piftarum mſpettionem, omnes,qui contemplantur, ad proto- 
iyporum memoriam,gy recordationem,gy deſiderimm veniant : 1hiſ- 
gue ſalutatiouem, fy honorariam adorationem exhibeant ; non, ſe- 
cundum fidem noſtram, veram latriam, que ſolum Divine nature 
competit ; ſed,quemadmodi po venerande oy vivificantis Crucis, 
& ſanttrs Evanzelis,gy Re _ ſacris oblationibus ſuffitorum oy 
luminarium, reverenter accedimnus [where note, that this latter 
Quemadmod um oblationibus a & luminarium reverenter 
accedimus typo (or, what it they had ſaid zmagin!? venerande 
& vriorficantts Cructs *y Santis Evangelits, fy Reltquits ſacris, 
was the univerſal pratice of the whole Church in thoſe days, 
whether Eaſtern, or Weſtern, Iconoclaſts, or Catholicks.} 
See the ſame Declaration, made by ſeveral members of this 
Council, occurring often 1n the 24, 34, 4th, and 61h As of 
it. In this laſt, the Iconoclaſts, then alſo, accuſing the Ca- 
tholicks of exhibiting Zatriam to their Images, Xpiphanius 
in his Reply exclaims; O infantentem linguam --- que Chrifti- 
anorum incu/patam fidem in ſumulachrorum arbitratur tranſlatam 
culturam. Nemo enim Chriftianorum eorum, qui ſub celo ſunt, 
mmagini latriam exhibuit. Etenim hoc ef# Gentilinm fabula- 
meniug, Demonumque muecatio [viz. to give latriam or Dt 
vine Waerſhip to Images. ] The ſame '1s reiterated by. Adria 
in his Anſwer tothe Cap:talure'(A47, 4. cap. 56.) Rualiter m 
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eornm explanaverunt definitione, demon{trantes cis [imaginibus] 
oſculum ty honor abilem ſalutationem reddere, nequaquam ſecun- 
dum fidem ”—_ veram culturam, que decet ſolum druinam 
naturam. And the Epiſtle of the Nicene Council to the Bi- 
ſhops hath theſe words ; Quare eas [imagines] bonorabiliter 
adoramus, by ſalutamns ; - idem enim ſtenificant hec duo verba. 
Thus of the clear reſolution and explication of that Council. ' 


If we look before this Council, into the times when firſt 
happened ſome Controverſy about Images; and examine the 
Tenet or Do&trine of St. Gregory, conſulted concerning it; 
and which both the AVicene Council and Pope Adrian on one 
{ide, and the Caro/ime Books, and the Ga/lican Biſhops on the 
other, profeſſed to correſpond and concur with, we do find 

wer denying adoration to Images ; but adoration taken 
itrietly /icut Deo ; bar yet allowing veneration to them, as to 
other Holy Things (as Pope Aarian alfo in his an{wer to the 
Caroline Books repreſents it to Charles the Great.) Thus He 
in his Epiſtle to Dram, 9.1. 9. Ep. Et quidem quia cas ado- 
rari vetuiſſes omnino laudavimus, fregifſſe vero reprehendimus - 
where the Reaſon of non-adoration rendred by him ſhews him 
to mean it of Adoration ſtriftly ſo taken. Quza (faith he) 
omne manu fattum adorare non liceat, quonian ſcriptum eft ; 
Dominum Deum tuum adorabis, of itht ſolt ſervies. So alſo in 
his Epiſtle to Secundinus, /. 7. Ep. 53. ſending to him a Picture 
of our Lord, as Secundinus had requeſted of him, He adds. 
Scio quidem, quod imagitiem Satuatorts noſtri non ideo petts, ut 
9 : Deum colas. By theſe two Dominum Deum tunm adora- 
7s, and non quaſi Deum colas, we ſee the Adoration he excepts 
again{t: But then in the ſame Epiltle he acknowledgeth a pro- 
ſtration before fuch Image, as a thing lawful. £7? nos quz- 
dem non quaſi ante Drvinitatem ante illam [the forementioned 
Image of our Lord] proſternimur Sed ilium adoramus, quem: 
per tmaginem aut natum, aut paſſum recordamur. On-which 
Pope Adrian in his Anſwer to Charles his Books, c. 50. AF#.4. 
Sic y* Secundino docuit, non quaſi Deum colere, ſed ante eaſdems 
ſacras imagines ſe profternens, non quaſt ante Dromitatem, ante 
ipſas proſternt. And thus Spalatenſes, De Repub. 7.1. 12.0. 1.47. 
Videtur [Gregorius] quidem fatert, ſe fideles. ante —_— 
Ee 
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ſolere proflernere, ſed explicat in hac proſirations nan muqgneenn, 
ſed per pci exemplar adorari. Again in his Epiſtle ig Fa- 
nuarius, |. 7. Ep. 5. when 2 zealous new Convert, had car. 
ried the Image of our Bleſſed Lady 2nd the Crols, and by force 
ſct them up in the Jews Synagogue of that place where he 
lived, St. \ Mook reprehends the fat done without the Bh 
ſhops Order; and requires Januarizs the Biſhop, That --;/#b- 
lata exinde cum ea qua dignum eFt veneratione Imagine atque 
cruce, debeat quod violenter ablatum eft reformare &c. Here 1s ' 
Peneration. But Jonas Aurelianen/is, In Lib. Sacrament. quores 
a Prayer of his, wherein he uſeth the word Adoration alſo 
raken in a larger ſenſe tq a thing made with hands, vs. The 
Croſs. ---Dens gui unigeniti tui Domini neſtri Jeſu Chriſti pre- 
tiofo ſaneuime humanum genus redimere dignatus es, concede pro- 
pitins, ut quiad acer and vivificem crucem adveniunt, a peccas 
torum ſuorum nexibus hiberentur. Thus St. Gregory; whole 
Do&rine both the Caro/ire Books, the Emperor Charles, and 
Pope Adrian appeal to. See Aariani Reſpon/. cap. ult. 


Not long after $t. Gregory, we find ---venerabilzums [magt- 


- num Pifnre, in the 82. Canon of the Council in Traffo. Zn- 


ter venerabilium imaginum piiFuras Agnus x. Afﬀter this 
A. D. 126. Crna was held at Rome by Pope Gregory IT. 
againſt the Tconoclaſts, urged by Pope Adrien in- his Anſwer 
to the Caroline Books, c. 12. A. 4. which decreed not only 
the lawfu] uſe, but Adoration, of Images. Again, not lon 
after the Conſtantingpolitan Council of the Icanoclaſts held 
under Conftantinus Copronymas, 154, another Council was 
alſembled at Rome by Pope Stephen /F*. A. D. 7169. 20. years 
before that of Nice, to which Council, (as Anataſius relates 
it 1n the Life of Szephen) were ſent at the Pope's Requeſt by 
Charles the Great and his Brother, twelve Ga//ican Biſhops, 
perſons eminent for Learning, His words are, ---Derigentes 
oh [ Papi | Chriftianiſſimi Reges duodecim Fpiſcopes ex eniſden 
rancorum regzonibus nimis Divints Scriptaris fy Santtorum 
Canonum geremoniis dottos ty probatiſumes wires. Now this 


Council approved the Decree made concerning Veneration of 


Images 1n the former Council held under Gregory 42. See 
Aarian's Reſponſ. AF. 4. C1. Aud, as Anaftafins relates in 


the 
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the life of Stephen, ſubrilins maita perindagantes Flatwerunt 


$4910 honorts « ab omnibus Chriſtianis 1pſas ſacras vene-. 


rar: imagines, ſicnti ab omnibus predeceſſoribus hujus olice 
Sedts Pontiffcibus, & cnflftts ol tart; 6 Patribas $4 
ws de carnum honore obſervatum, effeftum, fy cunttts, ad me- 
woriam pie companttionts eff iraditum. Thus that Council 
under Stephen. Some years before this Council, and not 
long after that held againſt Images under Conftantinus Coprony- 
ws, and ſome 20 years before that of Nice, the Eaſtern Pa- 


triarchs Coſmas of Alexandria, and two- Theodorus's, one the: 


Patriarch of Anti0ch, direted to Pani 7. Biſhop of Rome a 


Synodical Epiſtle; /n qua (faith Adrian, Reſponſ. ad Lib. 


Carol. AR. 3. c. 2.) de ſacratiſſemis ſubtih narratione, qualiter 
une cum noftra $. Catholica &y Apoſtolica univerſalj Romana Ec- 
cte/ta ip/t --Orientales orthodoxi Fpiſcopi fy Chriſtianus popr/ns 
entrant, fy m earundum Santtarum [maginum vener atione /int- 
cero ments affettn ferventes in fide exiſtunt, ſtuduerunt, intiman- 
dum. And afterward, ---S: quis non adorat imaginem /tve figu- 
ram Dommr noſtri Feſu Chriſti, neque humanatiomem ejus con- 
Fitetur | becauſe ſome Iconoclaſts held Denm ſecmndum huma- 
nitatem non op agh wayne efſe |. talem impium Anathema- 
112zamus. He alfo adds, ---Quam ſynodicam m Latmo mierpre- 
tatam eloquio Predeceſſor nofter quondam ſanttiſfumus Dommus 
Stephanus Papa in fuo Concilio quod to ipſe pro ſacrts imaginibus 
una cum diverſts Epiſcopis in partibus Franciz ſeu Italiz ſect, 
ſaſciprentes ac relegentes placuerunt &c. Thus two Roman 
Councils, and in the later alſo the learned Ga/licarn Biſhops, 
and alſo all the Eaſtern Patriarchs contended for, and decreed, 
Feneration of Images before that of Nice. 


This ſaid of the Decree of the ſecond Council of Nice which 


was held in . D. 787. and what paſled before it : about fome +» 


three years after 1t, and four years before the Conneil of 
Franckfort, were written the Caro/me Books, ſome think, 
See Matt. Weftmonaft. A. D. 193. by Alcumus the Emperor's 
Tutor, againſt the Nrcexe Council, and Adoration of _ 
I ſay three years after that of Nzrce, as appears 1n the Preface, 
Geſia preterea oft ferme ante trieninm &y altera Fynoauy &c: 
But meanwhile the Author-or Authors of theſe Books knew 


nothing 


F. 23, 
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nothing of Pope Aarian's Legates, younet in it, or his or the 
Eaſtern Patriarchs conſent to its Acts, but /. i. c. 6.-cenſures 
it becauſe the Roman Church was not conſulted. by the NVz- 
cene Council, nor had given her confent in this matter. Que 


Eccleſia Romana (faith the Capiru/are, 1. 1. c.6.) nullis ſynodt- 


' cis conflitutts cateris eccleſats prelata eft, ſed ipſuus Det authort- 


tate primatum tenet dicentis ; Tu es Petrus &. Tibi dabp 
claves &c. And aftcrward, ---Quod regulariter onnes Catholice 
debent obſervare Eccleſie, ut ab capoFft Chriſtum ad municndam 
fidem adjutorium petant, que non habens maculam nec rugam 
portentuoſa hereſum capita calcat, &y fidelium mentes m fide 
corroborat. And concluding: that Chapter thus, J7pſo | z.e. 
Petro | mtrerventente, cujus Clthedre ſumus ſequaces, regni ca» 
forum, cujus itle Claviger faFus et, mereamur 4 compotes. 
Therefore theſe Books were ſent by Charles to Pope Adrian 
to conſult his judgment,who alſo ſent to the Emperor Charks 
his Anſwer to them, in defence of that Council, probably be- 
fore the ſitting of the Council of Franckfort; the AQ of 
which Council, it condemning Adoration of Images, likely, he 
would not have paſled over 1n filence, had he written after it. 


An. Dom. 794. and four years after the writing of theſe 
Books was the Council of Franc&fort convened, and that 4- 
poftolica authoritate as it ſaith, for luppreiing a new Hereſy 
inclincd to Neſtorianiſme of Felix and Elpandus, and for 
ſetling the diſturbances made by it in Spam. In this Council, 
after the condemnation of the Hereſy of Felix and Elipandus, 
is ſaid to be paſſed this Decree againſt the Nicene Council con- 
cerning Adoration of Images, firſt publiſhed by a Proteltant; 
ſince, out of a very ancient Copy, as he faith, and perhaps 
the ſame whercin the Proteſtant found it, by Sirmondus. 
2: Allatacſt in medium Quaſtio de nova Gracorum Synodo, quam 
de adoranats imaginibus Conſtantinopoli | put for Vicee | fece- 
runt, in qua (criptum habebatur, ut qut imagines Santtorum ita 
ut Deificam Trmitatem ſervitio aut adoratione non impenderent, 
anathemata judicarentur. Qui ſupra, Santtiſſumi Patres noſtri 
ommimodis oy orationem oy ſervitutem eis renuentes contempſe- 
rant, atqne conſentientes condemnaverunt. Much diſpute hath 


been, and many reaſons on either {ide produced, concerning 
the 


Comernimg Images, and Idolatry. 
the true Decree of this Council, whether it was for, or a- 
gainſt Adoration, 7 .e. Veneration of Images: Hiſtorians vary- 
ing in this matter, and the former publiſhed Ads of this 
Council containing nothing thereof. But for the preſent we 
w1ll ſuppoſe this forementioned Decree genuine ;. z. e. grant 
all, our Adverſaries can deſire, and proceed only to examine, 
how the Nicene Decree is any way Jebilirared thereby : De- 
firing this on the other fide to be granted me, that Po 
Adrian, at leaſt; confirmed no ſuch Decree of Franckfor? 
upon theſe confiderations : r. Both becauſe Adrian profeſſed 
to the Emperor his admitting and confirming the Degree of 
Nice, » And alſo writ an Anſwer 1n defence of it to the 
Caroline Books ; and particularly A#. 3. c..9. tothat Chapter 
(/.3. c. 17.) which chargeth the Vicene Synod with the very 
lame error as this Francefort Decree doth ; where he ſtews, 
that the NVicene Synod maintained juſt the contrary. And ;- be- 
cauſe in ſome parts of that Anſwer he produceth two fore- 
mentioned Councils held at Rome (one of them by his im- 
mediate Predeceflor Stephen /Y. the delegated Biſhops of 
France alſo conſenting) tohave decreed the ſame Veneration 
of Images before that of Nice; as alfo, his Predeceflor St. 
Gregory to have taught it. And laſtly, +. becaufe the Galican 
Biſhops aſſembled at Parrs under Lndovicus Pras 1n 824, when 
the former tranſactions of Franchfort could not be unknown 
or forgotten, accuſe-Pope Adrian for ſiding with, and defend. 
ing the Council of Nice, and Adoration of Images; not july 
done, if his latter At at Franctfort was contrary to, and con- 
demned, both the Council of Xrce, and conſequently his own 
Anſwer. Neither, tho Ao 1n his Chronicle, and ſo others 
after him, mentions the preſence of Pope Adrian's Legates 1n 
this Synod of Franckfort fad they might be there,and diſſent) 
yet do I fee any probability thereof; becauſe there 15 nomen- 
tion made of them (as always uſeth to be) 1n the Ads of this 
Council; where there 1s,” of all the other members of it; and 
of the preſence of the Emperor Char/es: and it 1s alſo mani- 
teſt, that Pope Aarian's Epiſtle to the Spaniſh Clergy againſt 
Ehkpandus, 1nſerted in that Council, was procured by Charles 
his Agents at Rome before its licting. _ | 
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After this, ta confider the Canon of Frawekfore it felf, 
we {ce it condemns thoſe that give ſuch Adoration t6 the Ima. 
ges of Saints as to the Deifical Trinity : Which condemga- 
ton is ſuch, as both the Council of Ajce, and Avrien, and 
the preſent Roman Church do willingly admut and fubſcribe 
to ; the Definition af Nzce,as appears > Gy being point-blank 
oppolite to any ſuch Adoration ; Neon /ecundum feders woſftram, 
vera latriam, que ſolum Driuine nature comperit ; ſed quem- 
agmodum typo veneraude Crucis, & Santtis. Enangelns &c. 
Only the apphicatinn of fuch a Tenet, and ſuch an Anathems- 
time, to the Council of Vice 1s that which it 1s moſk-manifeſt 
the Fathers at Franckfort exred in; and the cauſe of ſuch 
miſtake ſeems to be, that: the Queſtion, indeed, about Adora- 
Zon, and the report of fuch an Anathematifme by the Aiceng 
Coungil (in gue feriptum habebainr, faith. the Franchfert De+ 
cree] was alate. it medians; but not the Copy itfolt; or, if - 
the Copy, that Copy mult be falſe : fox in expreſs wards the 
tiue Copies have no ſuch thing, but juſt the contrary. ' For 
we ſee, that the Copy of the As of this Counchh, tho it is 
granted, well known to the Authox of the Caro/mme Books, 
and to the Aflembly az Paris ſame twenty years after this av 
Franchfert, yet was not common in the Weſl, or came into 
many, hands ; infomuch. alſo as that it was unknown ta St. 
Thames, and the.ancient Schoolmen. Henee that much cited 
Paſlage of Hmcemar a Writer of thoſe times, Contra Fimemar. 


Lanaun: c. 20. | Sepiinng, autem apud Graos onate uiuuer/a: 
its, Dk Fades, de [mag Gas Gude Een 
euudam autem adoraudas digehart, noutra pars mitellcttn ſave 
aefemiens, /wne authoritate Adgflolice Sedis now longe ante noſtra.- 
tempera. Nicee. oft @ campluribus Fpiſcapts habrta, oy Romans. 
Milla, quam _ Pupa  Nomaney i Francian _ ueide 
rempere Carols, (Magn 7miperataris, jogffione C4 Seats, 
gener Synodus it; } CAncia conmmeentle pr afpie {nperatore octe- 
alia, 1 /ecundun ay bs FPGenife wa, Fat H1OHeUgne mas 
forum, ipſa Gracorum Pcude Sunodus deſtrnita oft, by ponitns 
abdicaia, de onus deſiruttione nou medic wn Vunen, m 
Palatio aduleſcentulus begt, ab coder Fraperatore Rene ger 
guoſdam Epiſcopos miſſum.] 1s found, to have many (>) 
1 it: t. who fiſt mentions the Conſtanimopolitan = the 

icene 


Concernlay Images, and Tdolarvy. 
Nicene as one Council, divided 1tito two extremes in their 
Opinion; » that at was held without the authority of the 
Roman Biſhop, (which Error the Caro/are Books had ſpread 
in the Weſt, the the Aft of the Aicene Council often make 
clear the. contrary,) mention the preſence of his Legates, 
and in Aione 2. recite Pope Adrian s Synodical Epiſtle, ſent 


by them, fully agreeing with the judgnient of the Council con- - 


cerning veneration of Images 1a ſuch manner as other holy 
things. . .z+"That Pope Arian, having received a Copy of it, 
ſentit to Charles; and that, by the Pope's Order, 2 General 
Synod was called by the Emperor, in France he faith ; bur, 
ſurely, means this of Fraxnckfort, wherein the Greek Plcudo- 
Synod was condemned; and that a large Book, written of the 
condemation of it ( meaning the Caro/ize Books ) was ſent 
from Charles by ſome Biſhops to'the Pope : whereas ſuch Books 
were written indeed, but long before the Synod of Franch- 
fort; and ſo the Volume ſent to Aariarn not by ſome Biſhops 
of the Council, but by Zngilbert an Abbot a Favourite of 
Charles, and ſo anſwered by him probably before this Coun- 
cil; which was afſembled indeed by the Apoſtolick Authort- 
ty, but upon another occaſion, the Hereſy of Z/jpandas : Laſt- 
ly, -the Kicons Council maintaining Adoration of Images, but 
in a much more mitigated ſenſe than F{zcmare, and the Ga#i- 
can Biſhops, all deceived by the Carolze Books, apprehended 
it. The ſame miſ-opinion of this Council of Nice alſo had 
Jonas Aurelianenſts, who, writing againſt Claudius T aurinenſis, 
an Iconoclaſt, yer declares himſelfalſo an enemy to the Ado- 
rers of Imaggs. Qupd cum ſciant (faith he) /maginibus nil 
meſſc Drvim, majore invett:one dignt ſunt, quod honorem debt- 
tum Drvmitati impendant cg eno S _ ſtmulachro ; atque 
tdipſum nonnu/lis Orientalium, qu: ecodem ſceleratiſſuemo errort 
mancipantar, —_— ſolere. In like manner ſeems the 
Synod of Franckfor?, not having ſeen (nor perhaps the Em- 
peror) (I know not by what miſcarriage or concealment) the 
Ads of Nice, or Adrian's Anſwer, to have bin deceived b 
the Caro/;mme Books divulged ſome y ears before, and exhibite 
in that Synod. 


And the particular miſtake in the Caro/ave Books, which 
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occaſioned the Franckfort Canon ſeems to be contained in the 
3.1." 17.c. where the words of Conſtantine a Cyprian Biſho 
1n his Vote 2. Counc. Nice. Af. approving the Synodical E- 
piſtleof the Eaſtern Patriarchs runs thus : --*Cwpgor yirowat 
"Sb ibe@ x; canto © Tris Tis dy las x, wvnras binary: 2 Þ 
xT' arp bies wevoxurnoi wy Th \zv0gy x, Cuapyty Tetd Jt aye mp - 
That 1s, ——_—_—_— ſuſcipiens fy ampleftens ' honorabiliter 
ſanftas fy venerabiles Tmagines. Atque Adorationem que ſc- 
cundum Latriam oli [: er aMantiah & urvifice Trinitati emit - 
to. Et non ta ſentientes Anathemati ſubjicio. But the Caro- 
line Books give 1t thus: S ſuſcepturum gf amplexurum 
honorabiliter Tmagines, fy ſexvitium Adorationis [or nan | 
quad conſubſtantiali &y vroificatrici Trinitati debetur, ei ſe reddi- 
turum. Here miſtaking at leaſt in the ſenſe, ez for ezs: (as 
afterward 1n the ſame Chapter where he recites it, 1t 1s not ez, 
but i/;s :) and referring it not to Trmitatri, but [maginibus : 
and then carried away with Paſſion the Author of the Capriu- 
lare forementioned ſaith , ---Cetertis conſentientibus, becauſe 
none of the other Biſhops cenſured this vote at all : Nor had 
they reaſon, as Conſtantme delivered it. And then, havin 
thus made this pailage his own, tho he read the Decree o 
the Council point-blank oppoſite. Non veram Latriamgue ſ0- 
lum Divine nature conventt &c,and ſo the whole current of the 
Diſcourſe of that Council, yet it is clear to him that all that is 
bur palliated ſtuff; and this one Biſhop ſpeaks the true Opinion 
of them all. His words in that Chapter are: ---Zrrorem de- 
zegit | this Biſhop ] mmfauſium, quem ili videntur plebibus in- 
gerere palliatum. Amnt enim: Non adoramus imagines ut 
LDeum, nec illts drvint ſervitii cultum impendimus, ſed dum 
ilas aſpicrmus &y adoramus, illo mentis noſtre& acumen difigimus, 
ubi eos, quorum ille ſunt, eſſe non ienoramus : at contra ifte 
thorum detegens errorem, ty ſuam pandens abſque ulla cbumbra- 
tione cogitationem, fatetur ſe quale Sante Trinitatt, tale illis 
exhtbere ſervitmm, talemgue adorationem : ſicque abſurditatem 
guam ill; mirorſus retment latenter, banc iſte egerit patenter. 
Thus he ( whereas the higheſt word, this Biſhop ſpake, of 
the honor of Images, 1s «anitounr TrwTings) and fo proceeds 
to the cenſure of his anathematizing the diſſenters. By all 
whach 1t appears, this 1s the yery place (moſt grolly miſtaken) 
on 
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on which the Franchfort Fathers grounded their Canon; 
condemning, as they had reaſon, ſuch an 1mpious Anathema. 
And thus (by giving credit to the Caro/me Books) one Bi- 
ſhops vote miſtaken to ſay the contrary to what it doth, paſ- 
ſeth for the true (but concealed and palliated): meaning of the 
whole Council; and its plain Declaration in the publick De- 
cree, Non veram Latriam, afterward alſo often preſſed by 
Pope Aarian, 1s not admitted to be heard againſt it. This 
diſcovery 1s none of mine, but Dr. Z/ammond's candid deal- 
ing in this matter ; who faith it is a plain calumny to that 
Biſhop. He 1s ſeconded alſo herein by Mr. 7 borndike, Epilog. 
L. 3. p. 363. *Itis tobe on__ (ſaith he) that, whoſoever 


©it was who writ the Book againſt Images under the name of 


© Charles the Great, did underſtand the Council | of Vice | to 
©enjoyn the worſhip of God to begiven to the Image of our 
©Lord ( for of any other Image of God there was no queſtion 
©1n that Council) but 1t 1s not to be demied, that it was a 
© meer miſtake xr. Again: That the Decree of the ſecond 
© Council of Vice enjoines no Idolatry, I muſt maintain as un- 
© queſtionable, ſuppoſing the Premiſes. The honor we give 
*to an Image 1s not the honor we give to the Principal, bur 
© only by the equivocating of terms, according to the Decree 
© of he Council, and therefore that honor of Images, whiclt 
*the Decree maintaineth, is no Idolatry. And in Zuſt Heights: 
P- 128. * Tho this Council acknowledgeth, that that Image 
© itſelf [ of our Lord |] is honoured by the honor given- ( be- 
© fore the Image) to that which it ſignifieth; yer Ir diſtin- 
Courtheth this WR from the honor of our Lord ; and there- 
© fore teacheth not Idolatry, by teaching to honor Images. 
Thus he vindicates this Council both from the cenſure of 
ſome Proteſtants ( 7dolatry) and from that of Franckfort, and 
the Caroline Books not ſo rigorous. In which Books I grant 
this' Dorine of Divine Worſhip given to Images to be 1m- 

uted to the Greeks not only in the forementioned Chapter, 

ut frequently elſewhere; as in 3.4. 24. c. ---4./. 21. c. but 
no other proof of it any where promm_ but only this paſ- 
ſage of Conſlantine the Cyprian Biſhop, and their uſing the word 


Adoration : which, after the application of 1t 1n Scripture to 


inferior worſhips, nay, by the Cenſurers of Aice,to the _ ; 
and, 
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Conteraing Images, and Idolatry. 
and, were there none of theſe, after the Councill's explica- 
tion of their iwnocent meaning (ſo that they can be-c 
only with the abuſe of a word, noterror 1n-the ſenſe) ſecms 
great injuſtice. _ And fo alſo ſeems that, 2. /- 27: c. $1 ommes 
{maginum adoratione cdrentes ſecundum illorum fal/iſnmans 
opintonem pereunt, mfantes Baptiſmatis unda loti, & Corports 

eminici edulio, (y Sangumis hauſtu ſatiati, qui necdum {ma- 
gines adorare valuerunt, gy fic e ſaeculo migraverunt, pereunt. 
And ſo the ſame Author's accuſing them for palling ſuch De- * 
crees without the conſulting, or approbation, of the Apoſto- 
lick See; when in the very beginning of the Adts of the Coun- 
cil the Roman. Legates are the firſt that are named; and 
(4. 2.) ſet down and recited in the Council, Pope Adrian's 
Epiſtle maintaining the Veneration of Images. 

But, however theſe things be, Catholicks ſtand both to the 
Decree of Nice and Franchfere ; as to what the former afhrms; 
1o to what the later condemns; both well agreeing, both 
molt orthodox; the later only erring in this, that they con- 
demned it as the Greets Opinion, of whom it is moſt mani- 
tclt that they profelt the contrary. 


If here it be ſaid; that the Fathers of Franchfort juitly 
charged thoſe of Nzce to have allowed to Images Honors true- 
ly Divine ; tho they acknowkdge meanwhile of them, that 
they dented .(as alſo the Roman-Catholicks now do) thoſe 
Honors to be truly Divine, which they allowed,I anſwer: That 
then thoſe of Franckforz, or other s ſince, ought to inſtance 
what particular Honor that 1s, given by Nzrce to Images, 
that 1s held due only to the Deity. Now firſt, for the ante- 
4707 Honor, which 1s given to any thing, none can cenſure 
others; for, this none can know ; and therefore none can 
afhrm of what fort itis: of which thus Spa/atenſis well (7. 4. 
I2.C. 47.8.) 46 ag Latriz, Dulie, Hyperdnlie, &y alia- 
rum inferiorum adorationum ex ſolo hominis mterno penaer, 
anternum non ſubſtat Eccleſue judicio. And itis well gathered 
by him there, that it was ſomething external ſaid, or acted, 
by which Serenus perceived the Maſſulians to give to Images 
anundue Adoration Next then, for exferior Honor, all that 
1 find -proicfled by thoſe of Nice, or objefted by _ i 

Yanck- 
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Frexkfart, is, (not giving to them any Divine Attribute, 
or Virtne, not Sacrificing,. or ereQing Temples, Praying to 
them, Hr, but) ofcu/art, an fatutare, whether by un- 
eovering the head, or kneeling, or proſtration, oblatis per- 
Inſtr orc luminaribus, odoriferts thymiamatibus honorare, belides 
_y the term adorere taken in agcneral ſenſe. Now none of 
theſe, or perhaps ſome other that may be added, could the 
In. Fathers pretend due only to the Deity, becauſe 
themſelves gave them all, and allowed the lawfulnefs there- 
of, tho not. to Images, yet to ſame other Creatures; to Men, 
to the Figure of the Croſs, tothe ſacred Utenfils, to the Hol 
Goſpels, _— Reltcks, to Churches, . to the Emperor's 
Starue, and the hke; and in no other manner did the Nicexe 
Fatherzgrve them to Images, than Franckfort, or the Gallicarr 
Bifhaps (for inftance) to. the Holy Crofts. For Example : 
It- the one Incenſed, or fet up Lights before the Croſs, not 
imagining the Croſs either ſaw the Lights, or ſcented the 
fweet Odours, but 1n Honor of Him that was Czucified upon 
n; ſo.did the other before. the Image of eur Lord, not ima- 
gining 28 to fee, or ſmell. 


Such. external Ceremonies of Honor, I ſay, the Oppoſers 
of Nice freely allowed to other Holy things ; and meanwhile 
diſallowed them to Images, upon fuch- Reaſons as theſe, 
which occur frequentlly in, the Caroline Books. Adoratio 
Sfrahel; pe don Domini was commanded in Scripture, not fo: that 
of Images; Capit. Caroh. ]. 2. c. 5. 4 3. c.24 and Adoration 
alſo of Men hath an examplerin Soripture, not ſo that of Imia- 
ges, 6. 1.4. 0.c. But, 1f' this were good arguing, neither 

ight the Ga/ican Biſhops adore the Croſs, the Golpels gv. 
of which we have in Scripture neither a Command, nor Ex- 
ample: Again; they uſe: Veneration of the Crols, becaule,. 
Cructs /armum magnum ito bahere myterium;/: ilitud adeo of/r- 
a ow nr dt enrunor oe _ ge—"—Iry —_ 3 
lat Pa cenſecret enedicas. 1 
preecres, fe faid of on But neither can they of Relicks, 


w Veneration. But then TS7R1 
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£ aut de Corpore ſunt, aut de his gue circa Corpus: 1. c.24. 
bur {o neither ge Crois or Sacted Utenſils & Qopers, os 
circa Corpus; yer are they .vencrable. But then they have 
another reaſon for the veneration of Sacred Utenſils, which 
will not ſuit to Images; for ---Sine [maginibus, oy lavacti 
wnda, fy ſacri liquoris unto percipt, &y thymiamata adoleri, &y 


 tuminaribus loca ſantta perluftrari, &y Corporis ac Sunguinis Do- 


minici conſecratio effur proteſt, ſine vaſis vero nunquam. But 
what then? May not that be in ſome other reſpe& venera- 
ble that is not 1n this; as the Croſs, the Goſpel, and Holy 
Relicks are? And, as other things havea relation to ſacred 


| Perſons, for which they begome venerable, that is not a 


plicable to Lg; ſo Images have a ſpecial relation, namely 
that they afford alively repreſentation to our minds of the 
Exemplar or Procotype, which the others do not. From 
which it would be a weak arguing to conclude, therefore 
Images only venerable, not they. So, for the veneration of 
Baſtlicaldi.and Churches, they have another reaſon. Ald 
eft hoca divinis cultibus mancipata luminaribus perluſtrari [1. e. 
in the day time alſo] & i ci/dem locts & orationum oy thy- 
miamaium Deo | which muſt be underſtood not as any ſpecial 
external Cult now required by him] fumum offerrt; fy aliud 
Imagini oculos habenti &y nihil cernenti Jumen offerre, oy nares 
habenti gy nihil odorantt, thymiamata adolere ; aliud eft oca di- 
vino cultui mancipata venerari, aliud pitturis luminaria oy thy- 
miamata offerre. Thus the Capitalare. But then as ſuch 
Lights and Incenſe are uſed within Churches m7 honorem Dei 
Chriſti, ro whom ſuch Churches are conſecrated (yet, I 
uppoſe, witheut any reference to the Divine Sight or Ol- 
faion) and not in any honor of the ſenſleſs avs and ſtone 
of ſuch Fabricks; ſo are the ſame things uſed before the 
Images of Chriſt &c. that are ſet in theſe Churches, i» hono- 
rem Prototypt, whach ſees, and ſmells, and not in any honer 
of the ſenſleſs matter and colours of ſuch Images, or Painters 
work. And amuch-what like things are there ſaid of the reſt. 
Add to theſe things in the Capitulare, what Belarmin (in 
. de Cultu Tmaginum 4. c.) relates out of the latter 

Synod (as they callit) at Paris : Hulta tefiimoniaproferentes 
fro adoratione Cructs, cum rationem reddere volunt, cur , 
ve 


ft 
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vel 1; Crucis adorandum ſit, fy non ſint adorand.'e [magines 
Chriſti, dicunt cam efje cauſam; quia Chriſftus in Cruce ſuſpenſus 
fwuit, non in [magine ;, &y quia per Cruceri nos redemit, non per 
{maginem. 'To which he : Certe Chriſtus non in /ſieno Cracis, 
aut m hgneis illis crucibus, que adorantur im Eceleſus, ſuſpenſus 
ft. Cum ergo /iceat per adverſarios Crucis [maginem colere, 
cur [maginem Crucifixi colere non licebit? Now therefore, 
when in thus much the Franckfort Fathers are agreed with 
the Nicenc, That the Croſs and Relicks gc. may have the ex- 
ternal veneration, which the Micene allow alſo to Images, 
no ſuch exterior ſigns or ſymbols of Honor may be {bled 
Divine Worſhip, or due only to the Deity : At leaſt neither 
Ealt nor Weſt, neither the Nicene, nor Anti-Nicene Biſhops 
of thoſe times thought them ſo. And this, ſoppoſing the 
worlt, that ſuch worſhip external or internal, were miſ-ap- 
pres to Images, yet ſo long as 1t held lawfully communica- 

le to ſome other Creature, extream folly and nonſence there 
may be 1n ſuch miſplacing 1t, but can - be no Idolatry. No 
Taobolatria or Teonedulis if you will, becauſe no /atria or du- 
lia ; as on the other ſide, ſuch worſhip, as, if given to ſome 
creature, 1s Divine, can be exhibited to no other creature at 
all without Idolatry. And the Author of the Caprtulare, in 
charging the Nicene Fathers with giving Dzvine Worſhip to 
Images, -yet doth not, that I can find, any where charge them 
for it with /dolatry, but with ſegnzrres, mſania, and the like ; 
Cain, might teach ſome late Writers that mo- 

eſty 19, their language toward the preſent both Welt and 
Eaſtern Churches, which theſe obſerved toward the Eaſtern 
only.) And / 3. c.16. he ſeems to free the learned among 
the Greeks from any great error in it. Nam etft a dot7ts qui- 
buſque (ſaith he) v:tari poſſit hoc, guod 1lhi in adorandts ma- 
ginibus excrcent, qui viz. non qui fant [quid], ſed quid innuant, 
venerantur, maott1s tamen quibuſque ſcandalum generant, 7ut 
nthil aliud in his, prater 1d quod vident, venerantur oy adorant. 
But then, why 1s not the Controverſy. a little mollified and 
reduced to this, whether all Veneration, or alfo uſe of ſacred 
Pictures were better to be by all laid afide,"than ſuch a groſs 
miſtake by any incurred? 
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Concerning Images, and Idolatry. 
This of thoſe whether the Caroſene Books, -or Divines of 
Franckfort, or of Parts, allembled fome thirty years after 
Frauckfort under Lamioviens Pres, who denying ſuch Honors 
lawful ta be exhibited to Images, yet freely: gave the very 
ſame to other ſacred things ; by which ſuch external a&s of 
honor are cleared from necetlarily being, or fignifying in 
themſelves any Divine Worſhip. - Where it 1s obſervable, 
that Daz/le in his Treatife of Images, / 4. c. 3. tho he faith 
of the Nicene Fathers, that 1n denying to give any Divine 
Honor to Images, yet notwithitanding they aQuually gave to 
them thoſe which were ſo: (For, ſaith he -.-ſe profternere, 
to proſtrate our ſelves, to be,uncovered, to hold up our hands 
as an aft of humility, to make prayers, to offer incenſe, and 
lights, are not theſe ſervices, we render to-God?) and tho 
he ſpends a whole Chapter, 76:9. c. 6. in juſtifying the Synod 
of Paris that cenſures Ne and Pope Arian (yet makes no 
mention at all of any cenſure of Franckfort againſt them) 
againſt Be[armim's refieftions upon 1t, Yet, when he comes 
to the main Point, and that whereon the Cardinal chiefly m- 
filteth, ---Qued ſuperat ammem admirationem, ilud eft, quod 
mulla teftimonta proferunt pro aderatione Crucis- Cam ergo 
ticeat per adver/arios Cructs imaginem colere, cur imagine Cra- 
Erfixi colere now licebit > And, --- Mt ingutunt nibil manu faftwm 
ealere fas eff. Raid igitur (faith he) Lignum vel ſirnum Cru- 
cts non ofi manu fatFum? Codex Evangeliorum, &y ſacra vaſa, 


git horns openeone veneranda ſunt, guid ſunt wr/ 7 to 8 
fe 


manuny humanarum ? Et tamen verum eft, uihil manu 
fe colendum es genere cultus, quo Dens .1pſe, qui ommino nou 
e&/t fattus, fed omnityn rerum fattor calendus. To this the 


main Objection, and ſo much, you ſee, preſſed by the Cardt- , 


nal, I ſay Date in that Treatiſe, (as alſo Proteſtant Wri- 
ters ordigarily,) returns no Anſwer ; paſleth it over in fi- 
lence, and takes care his Reader hear nothing of tt; and fo 
doth. a late Ayther that goes as high as any in his charge. 
Far; indeed, what can be, or they, fay to it? Bnt that ſuch 
Idolaters as the Accuſed were, ſuch alfo the Accufers : fach 
2 the Qrientals in reſpeRof Images, ſoch the Galhces, Ger. 
man, or Brittanick Clergy, in reſpett of other rhings: 

the whole Church, then, Idolaters. And what matters it, 
| whether 


whether ſuch in reſpe&t of the. Images of our Lord, or thoſe 
of the Croſs ? hanging lights, or burning ſweet odours be- 
fore the one, ory,the other? And to what purpoſe labour 
they to ſhew ſome part of the Weſt oppoſite to the Eaſt, as to 
veneration of Images, when they have both theſe united, a- 
gainſt themſelves, as to Adoration of, and ufing, all thoſe out- 
ward ceremonies of Honor to the Crols, as the other do to 
Images ? 


Leaving then both Eaſt and Weſt under their heavy charge 
of /dolatry, as to the Croſs, and Holy Goſpels Gr, let us 
fee now 1n what particular of thoſe Honors generally ex- 
hibited to theſe a Proteſtant can verify it. They cannot 
furely in theſe; their being uncovered, kiſfing, embracing, 
kneeling, proſtration, (I name not praying to them, for, that 
1s generally diſclaimed ) for theſe are no Ceremonies of Wor- 
thip appropriated to the Deity ; but lawfully exhibited to 
Creatures. Bur if perhaps they ſhall pitch upon the /umma. 
ria (+ yuffita, lights or ſweet odours { or, if any other may 
be named ſuch like) that they are exprellions of reſpe and 
honor only applicable to the Deity, upon what ground can 
this be ſaid ? ? 


For the Firſt, Lights: In ſetting forth a ſhew with the 
nn pomp, Proteſtants as well as Catholicks, think they 
awfully uſe them. In times of ſolemn Joy we make Bonhres ; 
we uſe Torches in Funerals, not all or always for necellity, 
but 1n honor of the Deceaſed ; and in particular they are the 
fitteſt Emblems of the preſent ſplendor and glory of our 
Lord and his Saints 1n Heaven whoſe —_— (but in rela- 
t19n to the Perſon repreſented) we honor with them. [Zrat 
lucerna ardens, ſaith our Lord of the-Baptiſt] They were 
uſed anciently, and that on the day time, at the reading of 
the Holy Goſpel, which was delivered to us by the Z 
Mundi our Lord : a Cuſtome defended by St. Jerome againft 
Vigtlantins ; ---Per totas Orientis Eccleſias, Epiſt. contra V1g1i- 
lantium (ſaith he) quando legendum eft Evangelium, accen- 
duntur lucerne, jam ſole rutilante : [and this reaſon given] 
non ad fugandas tenebras, ſed ad fienum letitia ns a 
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And' Rivet, in his Debates with Grotius, Exam. Animad. 
Grot. Art. 21. acknowledgeth the ancjent Chriſtians to have 
met the"Statues of their Chiiſhan Emptages (brought 1nto 
Cities as it were to receive their homage, where the Em- 
ror could not come in perſon) cum cereis oy incenſ/is, with 
ights, and burning ſweet odours, to exprels a Civil Honor 
to the Perſons theſe repreſented: a Cuſtome mentioned alſo 
in 2. Nicene Council, A. 1. Sienim Regum laureata fy 1co- 
nas miſ/as ad cruitates vel regiones obuii adeunt populi cum Cerets | 
& mcen/ts, non cera perfuſam tabuljam, ſed ain hono- 
rantes &c. Concerning this thus Be/larmin, De Rehquis 
2. /. 3.c. declares the Catholick's intention. Non offerr: ce- 
reas Martyribus, tanquam 7 fas po accendi in ſignum le- 
titiae. Tenem enim accend! ſolere ad letitiam ſignificandam m 
rebus profanis : praterea ignem, Glorie fienum eſſe ; unde [m- 
peratoribus Romantis ubigue [gnis praferebatur. And in the 
2. A\zcene Council, Af. 4. we find both them and ſweet 0- 
dours, thus defended and expounded, Z#pr/t. Germani ad Epiſc. 
Claudiopol ; ---Sed nec illud ſcandalizet quoſaam, quod, ante 
Imagines Sanftorum, luminarium concinnatio, fy ſuauis odoris 
thymiamata fiunt ; ſ[ymbolice namque tahia celebrari ad honorem 
eorum excogitata ſunt &c. JIndicia ſunt namgue ſenſibilta 1u- 
mma drum ac ſme materia lumints dati {ſandtis in cz1o] : porro 
Aromatum mcenſum puriſſime ty totims S. Spiritus inſpira- 
tronts fy repletionts mſigne. And St. Auſtine long ago in the 
27th Chapter of his 87h Book De Crurtate Dez, Entitled De * 
modo honorts quem Chriſtiani Martyribus impendant, ſpeaking 
of ſuch Ceremonies uſed atthe Memorials, or Rs OT 
Reliquaries of the Martyrs: ---Quvcungue igitur (ſaith he) 
adhibentur Religtoſorum obſequia in Martyrum hcis, ornamenta 


ſunt Memoriarum, non ſacra vel ſacrificia mortuorum tanquam 


Deorum. 


Forthe Second, Purning ſweet Odours : Tt it granted, that 
as the ſacrificing-of Beaſts, ſo the fuming of Incenſe joyned 
with certain circumſtances of its being offered upon the fire 
of the. Altar, by a Prieſt, of ſuch a compoſition &x. was un- 
derthe Law a Ceremony of the Divine Worſhip not commu- 
mcable, nor lawtul to be performed, upon whatever re&i- 


fied 


Concerning Images, and Idolatry. 


fied intention, to any other. But yet among the Jews, as the 
killing of Beaſts alſo for food, ſo the burning of Incenſe or 
ſweet Odours, diveſted of ſuch circumſtances, was never pro- 
hibited to be uſed otherwiſe than only in the Divine Service. 
Uſe all manner of Perfumes on any occaſion the people might, 
only this excepred, that they ſhould not be of the ſame com- 
nellicn with that of the Sanftuary, Exod. 30. 37, 38. Now 
the Church is far from uſing ſuch perfuming with any ſuch 
circumſtances as may give it the appearance of a Sacrifice, 
or ſuch Oblation of it as was made to God under The Law ; 
for, ſhe acknowledgeth none, neither that of Beaſts, nor of 
Incenſe, mor any other, lawtul now under the Goſpel to be 
offered in this manner, either to any other, or to God him- 
ſelf, ſave only that of the Body and Blood of our Lord in the 
Euchariſt; the other being Levatical, typical, aboliſhed Rites. 
She alſo abhorrs the uſe of zz (as alſo ſhe doth of any other 
the leaſt common Honor, any kneeling, or bowing) as 1t was 
required of the ancient Chriſtans ro the Heathen, Gods, or 
Emperors, or their Statues, 2. e. with an Altar ereCted be-: 
fore ſuch Statue, a Fire kindled on It, and Incenſe to be caſt 
thereon, or at the leaſt impoſed upon them as an external. 
acknowledgment, or conkullieg of their believing ſome Di- 
vinity 1n the Perſon, to whom it was offered, She only uſeth- 
ſuch Odours as a common Ceremony of Honor, frequent in. 
times of Joy, to- entertain the Smell, as Lights and: 
Bonfires do the Eyes; Hymns, Mulick and ringing of Bells, 
the Ears. And when uſed in the Divine Service, it is fo 
not only by the Prieſt (the proper Miſter of a Sacrifice) but 
inferior Miniſters; who incenſe or perfuine therewith, nor 
only the Altars and Images of Saints, but the Book of the 
Goſpels, the Prieſt and other Clergy, and the people. Zn 
Ecctlia (faith Bellarmin, De mag. 2.1. 17.c.) non-Sacer-. 
dotes incenſum offerunt, idque non ſolum Dev, ſed etiam populo : 
See the Rubricks in Ordo «Miſke. So that, if the Saints in 
Glory be Detfied by ſuch a Ceremony, ſo are the People, and 
the Books too. * Several ends of the Church's uſing 1t Be/arm. 
De Miſſa, 2.1. 15. c. names, ſuch as theſe : ---U7 /tgnificetur 
* bonus odor Evangelii, 2. Cor. 2.15. Chriſti bonus odor ſumus 


Deo. Ut figmificentur orationes Sanforum, Rev. 5.8. and, a-- 
monglt 


Comernins Images, aud Idolatry. 
'mongſt athers ; (t zeter odor, /i quis ex mullitudine homun 
m Eccleſia exifteret, abfergataur. And. Thurtfications or 
waiting ſweet. Qdours on this manner, methinks, ſhould be 
no. more {uſpe&ed of Idolatry, than ſprinkling Holy Water, 
We hind mention of theſe two laſt :hymiamea tf kunnnarialn 
the 474 Canon Apoſtolical, and provition for theſe numbred 
.among[t the Oblations allowed to be brought tothe Altar : 
And. theſe Canons, in .the Proteſtant's judgment, ſurely as 
ancient as . Conſtantine's days. * And Daille, De Rehyg. cwlt. 
objedto 2. 1. 15.c. with his Negative Arguments contending 
ſuch Cuſtomes to have bin unknown to the ancient Chriſtians, 
yet extends this purity of the-Church in the ignorance of 
them no further, than till the beginning of the gu Century, 
the times of Conftantize; that 13 no further, than tull the 
Church, lifting up her head outof long Perſecutians, had the 
firſt opportunity to honor her Martyrs with a greater external 
Solemnity and 'Triumph. About which times ſuppoſing, not 
granting, that ſhe had borrowed and adopted theſe emblemat- 
cal Ceremonies into her Service out of Gentiliſme, yet a re&hi- 
Hed intention purifies the external action ; and David made 
no ſcruple .of uſing the ſpoils of the Heathen for the more 
adorning the Houſe .of God. And, if the Chrittians may not 
uſe at pleaſure what Paganiſme hath formerly abuſed, nar 
honor God's Saints ' with any thing formerly apphed to Idols, 
then neither may they with bowzng to them, for this the Hea- 
then did to their Idols: nor, for the ſame reaſon, may Prote- 
ſtants retain any Cuſtomes ſuppoſed formerly abuſed by the 
Roman Church. Laltly, it theſe two of Lights and Pertume 
ſhall amount to Idolatry, fo Zdv/atry will be introduced into 
the Church in the times of Conflantime, and ſo an hundred 
years before the Proteſtant account, and extremely diforder 
their Calculations about the fourty two Months, or 1260. 
years of Anti-Chrilt's Reign: Neither will this leave that 
Church, which our Lord promiſed Hell Gates ſhould not pre- 
vall againſt, one minutes reſpite as 1t were, but remove 1t 
1mmediatly. from the Captivity under Heathen Rome, and 
Idolatry without the Church, to that Captivity much greater 
nader the Chriſtian Anti-Chriſt (as they ſte ham), and I- * 
dolatry, within it. Meanwhile, this 1s walliagly genes 

at 
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That to incenfe or burn lights before any Image or other 
Creature whatever with ſome of thoſe miſ-apprehenfions 
mentioned before F. 4, oc. 1s an af of Idolatry, as burning In- 
cenle to the Brazen Serpent was, 11 done upon any ſuch ſuper- 
{titious account, orin any ſuch way as God under the Law 
required 1t only tro himſelf: and therefore this Serpent was 
removed and Likes by Hezekiab, 2. King. 18. 4. Butſo 
alſo was it Idolatry to bow the knee to the ſame Serpent. 


Now, all fuch + re intention 1n .incenſing Images, - 


the Croſs, the Goſpels and the like, do Catholicks renounce, 
and profeſs whatever is offered at, to, or before, ſuch Images, 
as Perfume, Lights, Tablets, Gr. to have relation only to the 
Dignity of the Perſon repreſented, and not to any at all in 
the Image, and tobe uſed as expreſſions of Joy and Gratitude, 
or honorary Ornaments of it meerly tor the Exemplar's ſake, 
or alſo as Memorials and Monuments of ſome Benefits re- 
cerved by the Supplicants from him. 


Thus I have ſhewed the Ga/iicarn Biſhops to have given the 


felf ſame veneration to Crofles and other ſacred things, as the 


Nicene did to Images; and have vindicated both of them from 


giving to facred things, in theſe external Ceremonies uſed 
toward them, any Divine Honor; as alfo the ancient Chri- 
ſtans in their uſing the like to the Statues of their Emperors. 
And ſo have cleared this matter, as, That the Fathers of the 
Council of Nie expreſly denicd their giving any Zarrzia or 


Divine Worſhip to Images; fo, that no particuhr Note or 
ſign of 'Worſhtp exhibited by them to Images can be proved 


ſuch: And conſequently, that, in the condemning of thoſe, 
who (to ufe the words of Franchfort) Tmrag mes Sanforum, 


ita wt Derficam Trinitatem ſervitto aut adoratione impendunt, 
both thote of Afice and Franchfort 1n their Decree perfectly. 


agree, 


But now, in the laſt place, ſuppoſing ſome difference or opps- 
{x100 between the Decrees of theſe two Councils; the one of 
them denyrmag, not a Divine, but any Adoration or Veneration 
at all lawful'to be givers to Images (yet which doth not ap- 
pezr,) the other affirming: tet ws examine to which rather 
of theſe; diſagreeing, Chriſtrans do regularly A— 


owe their ſubmiſſion and obedience. Firlt-: 
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Firſt, then, Ir is clear concerning the former of them, the 
:Councul of Ye ; that, whatever it was 10-1t ſelf, when held, 
or, how- much ſoever that of Franckfort following inthe Welt 
.(ſuppoled oppoſite to 1t) might  derogate from: the univer- 
dality of 1t, yet that 1t was receaved, and admitted afterward 
for a General Council in the Council of Florence, Se. 5. 
Ferrar. even by all the Weſtern Provinces, as well as by. the 
Eaſtern ; nemine contradicente; and therefore, ſince ſuch re- 
ception at leaſt, obligeth as General. But the acceptation of 
the Decrees thereot by the Welt, long before the Council 
ot Florence, appears by the general Practices there, for many 
Ages before the riſe of Luther, in the ſame Veneration of 
Images with the other, (ſome {hick not to ſay, greater). Yet 
higher, that the 874 Council, held, within a hundred years 
after this Council, acknowledgeth and ratifieth this as the 
7th Council, and reiterates particularly the ſame Decree con- 
cerning Veneration of Images. See Can. 3..thereof. ---Sacram 
1 m_—_ Domm1i noſtr1 1 # Chrifti £quo honore cum libro 
Santtorum Evangeliorum adorari decernimus. Dignum eft enim, 
ut ſecundum congruentiam rationts fy antiquiſſunam traditionen 
propter honorem, qui ad principalia iþſa refertur, etiam deriva- 
true ITmagines honorentur, ut Santtorum Evangeltirum ſacer 
liber : atque typus pretioſe Crucis. The 8h Council, I ſay, 
whether the Photran, or Anti-Photian, Council be taken for 
it (of which ſee what Dr. S::Yimgfl. ſaith in Rom. 7dol. $10.) 
for both of theſe confirmed this, asthe 77/4 General Council. 
See Concil. Photian, At. 5. apud Baron. An. Dom. 879. 


21, Clear, that as the Grecian Biſhops, and the Patriarch 
of onflantinople were preſent there, fo all the other Orzental 
Patriarchs, hindred by.the Saracene Perſecution from —_ 
in perſon, ſent their Legates thither, and with this Counc: 
concurred 1n their Judgment. For, thus faith the Epiſtle of 
the Pakſiime Hermites recited in the Council A. 3. that 
from John and Thomas, who were delegated to the Council 
from thoſe parts, habebitis trium ApoFtolicorum thronorum con- 
cordem ſententiam, &y concineutem concordiam, qui ---i/llam 
[Synodum] gram ſepiimam dicunt [1. e. under, Conſlentinus 
Copronymus againlt Images] nou modo non recipiunt, ſed uno 

animo 
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ans o& 'voce deteftantur. "Again, the Declaration"con&etn- 
rs recited 1n this Letter, accordingly 1s taken to be 

e \ſeat;menc - of; the Oriental Patriarchs, and not of theſe 
Hermates only; by. the whole Council) as is feen by their 
#veral ſpeeches upon it. BenedifFus off Deus, quod Orientis 
Sani7ifumi Prefules in confeſſune adorationis [maginum vene- 
raudarum conſoni cum Adriano &c. imventi ſunt. ---Cum vi- 
deam literas, quas ab Orientali Diaceſi Sant7i//imi ——— 
ad T baraſium re/cyipſerunt &c. Literis ab Orientalibus Archi- 
Prajulibus &c. acquieſco: no notice being taken of ;the Her- 
mites, which 1nplics them in this matter only to have bin 
theſe Prelate's Inſtruments. And fo- this Declaration 'was 
taken to be by the Caro/mme Books, which urge ſome paſlages 
of this Letter about Images, as ſententiam fidei Theodori Ar- 
ebrepiſeapt Hieroſolymitani. Of which T7 beodore alſo Adrian 
in his Anſwer to theſe Books teſtifies thus (2. Cap.” AF. 3.) 
{ite cum carterts pracipuis Patriarchis, viz. Colma Alexandriz, 
& Thevudoro azo Antiochiz dudum Predecefſort noftro ---Paulo 
Pape miſerunt propriam eorum retts fide! Synodicam. To which 
may be added: the ; Accuſation, which the Nicene Council 
bringeth againſt the former Council under ConFtantinus Co- 
pronymus;tor this;defe& therein { AF. 6. Tom. 1.) Quinetiam 
neque concardautes /ibi habuit Orientts Patriarchas, Alexandri- 
num, .inquam, Antochenum, & Urbrs SantZe ſummos Pontt- 
fices &c. | With what boldneſs 1s this done, and how eaſily re- 
forted, if thenfclyes at the ſame time were in the ſame de- 
fault?-..To conclude; this. Seventh Council is alſo found to 
be' afterward confirmed by the Legates of theſe Eaſtern Pa- 
wiarchg1n the 8/5 nth Council (take. whether you will, 
the Photian, pretended hy the Greeks, or the Anti-Photian 
affirmed by the Latines) which ſee in their Adts. 


_, 34," Manzfeſt alſo, that. this Council was fubſcribed like. 
wile, as to its Definitions about Images, by the Roman Le- 

tes.; and. canfirmed,. and afterward alto. defended, againſt 
the Capiiulare, by Adrian the then Biſhop of Rome (this Is 
opt of (i{pute 00 all fides) :: and: by him-nor ſtanding alone, 
but aghered;to;by: ſome part-.at. leſt of, the Weſtern Church ; 
a$;Parovins ablcrves out of Alc Epiſcopus Rhemenſis 


Contr. 
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contr. Laudan. Epiſc. 20.c. ; and as may be colicaed from the 
Decrecs of ſeveral Weflern Councils before this of Ace, re- 
cited before F. 22. whereas there vet in that of 
only the Biſhops from Frere and G& (tho thefe im 2 
reat number) and fome Biſhops from rhe of Fraly 
uch as were, under the dominions of Carotxs and 
nearer to /rauckfort. Neither was it confirmed by 
of Rome, whole conſent, as n , Charies's Books 
againſt that of Nice : Not confirmedby ham, I ſay, as to thrs 
poant, ſuppoſing this Synod decreed any thing agamſt YVenera- = 
tion of Images : or conceramg the Error of Nice in ſock thezr 
Decree. Of which {as hath þin faid before) rhis- may ben 
ſufficient proof, that the ſame Pape owned the Confirmation 
—— Onan of Noe for yoe mage Sao ankin 
tulare, and is invel aga r | 
at Parss under fnt.coy ound | ks after 
fort, for has juſlfymg, and weakly maimaining the Nreme 
Decree ; whenas of bis later comhrmatzen of acontrary Decree 
of Franchfors, had there bin any tuck thing, which alfo conld 
not be unknown to them, rhey might have made great advan- 
tage. This of Franchfart therefore, nos, b— t have 
made a contrary Decree concerning Image-Worſhip to thar-of 
Nie (as indeed at hath not} yet being herein unconfirmed, 
nay difſegted-from by the Occidemal Patrearch, and all the 
Oriencal, by part of the Wettern Prelacy alfe then, and by 
the whole Weſtern Clergy fince, who in latet Ants have re- 
ceived the other as General, can noway ftand in competition 
with that of Ace confirted by all che'Parriarchs'; and, in 
later Ages at leaſt, received as General by-all the Weſtern, 
as well 8s Eaftern, Clergy ; norcan we rationally doubt, ro- 
which of theſe we owe Ince, D 


s 


Thus we have feen the Decree vt Nice concerning my - 
Worſhip (referred-to by Trew?) as well ative for a, 
as Affirmative for an :ferwy Veneration, fuck as 1s of other 
Holy things ; when therefore that faperior honor rs fpoken 
of, cucher lefris, or dave, that 1s given, and dne, wo the” Ex- 
cuplar, either the inttznal honor of the-Soul,;' or exterita} 


of the Body ; | for, note, that the Zurria or Divine Ty 
co 
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coulits of borh, and the external a& receives its ſpecifica- 


nor from the rmternal, and not one, but both theſe we equal- 
by give to our Lord then alſo, when one prays tohim, not 
re, but w an Image} Efay, when this _ 
Worſhip xs fpoken of, tho here, we uncover our heads, I, 
or ate our ſelves before an Image, nay kifs alſo and 
embrace it, yet is the Image nerther objefZnm, nor ratis ado- 
rationis, but only asjunFrux,as the Cardinal, De [mag.2.4. 22 c. 
hatch x; a circumttantial, an indutive, a motive thereof. 
For, the mental 1mention 1s ſuppoſed here wholly to diret 
{as 1t can, at plea{ure) theſe outward notes of Honor f {ome 
- = gy haps PIIEY and OY — _ 
\ Tmage, but without any purpoſe of honouring Ie there 
to the Prototype; and che kiſs or embracing of and ——_ 
dratly touching ir, is, in fuch worſhip, mentally no more in- 
tended to it, than the kneeling, proſtration, or prayers,which 
as '1t 1s, then, made before it, ſo is made at another time, 
in the very fame manner, and intention, to the Protorype 
I = Neither is ſuch — ROY — 104- 
gined to be conveyed to the n repreſented, either by, or 
throggh, the h—_ 2s 2 Hedione > it; but the mat a 
meer circumſtance of fuch Adoration; as time, and place, are, 
and any Creature of God may be ; yer a circumſtance much 
more beneficial for reminding us of ſuch duty, as alſo for ren- 
dring this ſervice more fx's and ſteddy, or intenſe and de- 
vout, than others be. And in this ſenſe 1s the Synod of Merz 
30 be uaderftood, held 4s. Dome. 1545. after the beginning 
of the Reformation, and un the ſuſpenſion of that of Tren:, 
for ferling the new Controverſies in Religion : which con- 
cerning I mages _ lainly thus, Cap. 41. ---Nor proponun- 
tur Fmagines is leſs ut adoremas cas, &y colamus, ſed ut 
pev eas quid orare, colere, venerari op imitart debeamus, admo- 
weamar. Now ut colamus, 1. e. cults Latriz; '(for certainly 
fach a veneration and reverent treatment of them as ſacrorum 
theſe Fathers denied not.} In explication of which 
they uſe thas Simile as af: In 3. T hom.Diſpat.108. c.14. 
ces thetr words out of another Copy that contains their 
Aft more at large than that in Zmms ; --Codicem oculis per- 
inflrars,. cun ad /encrabile 0 ann Nomen Feſt devenc- 
| 2 


rit 


C4 


ſ 


rit, capil 't, tmclmatur trans im calum oculos at- 
tollit | fo 4 Proteſtants] "Y; yk repreben/ione, &y [dole- 
latriz ſuſpicione caret, ſiquidem non literas &c. ſic bonorat, ſed 
cogitatione oy veneratione mentis ſud ad cum honorandum ( ado- 
randum rapitur, cujus memoriam he litere et ſuggerunt. Cur 
ergo ſuper/iitionts aut /dololatrie reus peragitur, qui ante imagy- 
nem crucifixi Dommi caput aperit, aut procumbens adorat, cum 
negquaguam imaginem putct adorandam [1.e. latria, the Cult 
both exterior, and interior, he then gives to our Lord, juſt 
ſo, as, before, the other d1d at. the Fee of his name], /ed 
eum cerde yeneretur oy adoret, quem pro ſe natum, paſ/um: &c, 


- recorderur.' But here it 1s n6t denyed, That the {ame nu- 


metical/external mark of honor may truly be ſaid to reſpeQ, 
and may be lawfully exhibited at the ſame time to, both the 
Tmage,:and the Exemplar, 1t here accompanied with a.double 
internal-intention ;: one higher, :reſpeting the Prototype, and 
another-1nferior, reſpeCting' the. Image: As the: fame. putung 
of our hat, avd being uncovered, may be performed at ONCE 
to the Prince, and to our Father attending upon him: . but, 
doubtleſs, with a mach different internal honor- So was 
the external bowing of: the people but one, : when they.are 
ſaid to have therewith worſhiped God,and the: King; 1-Chron, 
29. 26. - Andot ſuch outward Cult it 15'truly;-ſaid, -Zundem 
e/je' poſſe im Imaginem, fy Exemplar. This of the Councils 
touchang this Subjef. q _ | WW 


For the Schoolmen, tho no Catholicks are obliged toJullif' yz 
or adhere to their.exprefſions in this matter, or diſcuſs thetr 
ſubrilties 5 and ſorhe have bin very free alfo in'the cenſure 
of ſome of them, as dangerous, and alſo hardly intelligible, 
See Bellarm. Detmng. 1.2. c. 22. $.4. (and ſothe uncurious 
may, omitting what follows, paſson to F. 40.) ; yet the later 
Schoolmen, to -whoſe, hands the Adts: of this ſecond Nicer 
Gouncil have come, have geacrally conformed to its languag 
and have taken. mucty pains alſo ro:reduce' the - var 77 mou it» 
quend: of their Predeceſſors to the ſame intention and meat 
ing; who are ſuppoſed not to have ſeen this' Decree, becauſe 
they have not menrioned it ; and who, upon; a Philoſophical 
Maxiwe, That adm; edt \mmotws ir Zmiaginem -m—_ >) 
ng - 


Comoernlny Images, ind ddoletey.. 
uſed expreſſions ſomewhat different from it, and apt 'to be 
miſtaken. . Zfttus faith of Se.7 homas, In. Sexs. Dift. g. F. 3. 
Probabils eft $. Thomam huno Concilis defonitionem: non legif}e, 
guam fi legiffet, alizer de Cruois, i ſmagines Chiiſti i adoratione 
fuſſet lotwras. And Bellarm:. De- [mag -ic: 22... #alde \oredi- 
bile S\Thomarm - 6 ahos Doffores Scholafticas wins temporis 
non vidifſe Nicznam |Synodumſccundam, neque ofZavam 'Spno- 
dum Generalem, neque Fpifto/am Hadrian Pape pro defen/ione 
nodi Niceznz. Nam hec ommuid pe oy; ona er & 
noftry ſaculo primumedita fant! + And; 7piah, hc Gith/fince 
theſe known : * Car.ergog"ame/o, non: loguitnur, wt'' Patres noftre 
hoquuniur ?' And Yaſques, In 3. Thom. 'Diſp. 'rog. c. 3. im 
ng = Sr. Kooraron x _ -other* _—_ 'Schoolmen 
aith; ---Nultas Sch orum ſic loquityr;; {magins Chritti, 
aut Trinitatis, ' Latria we” meatis' #9749 -eaked 19(ats {tric 
ſenſe, for ſubmiſſio animi,) or ſervitus m affettu .confitens} tri- 
buends eff, And, -i-Qui direret, ſe exhibere latrizm {maginibus, 
gue eft druna ſervitus in affeftu ſolo confiſtens, concederet eo 
Wo. ſe Imaginibus tan Dis ſerve. It 1s true, that 
"aſquez hitnielt -uſeth x 6d loguage; Haden 'adoratione tans 
exemplari Tmagines ific adorandas:: but he deckuies his (mean- 
ing to! be eadem adoratione 1.'e.. externaz as juclinetiond corparts, 
gemiflettione, quam exhibenus ettam Exemplari in| Aatria ; but 
not, cademn  adoratione interna, 1. e. ſubmiſſune 'attim# o ſer- 
vitute, ta bono ſummo oy excellentifſumo': whach anter- 
nal ſubmitlron 15-the Zatria proper only to God; bur' the ex- 
ternal notes:we\ ule thereof are cqmmon:alſa toothers. Now, 
to give anyſuch\imerior Adoratian 2» 6:1 ſubmaiſſys animy tan- 
muam excellentioriiuho the'loweſber tealt that can be imagi- 
ned, to an\;anmate piiture, Vaiques, yn delence of his Opini», 
on, ſaith very truly, and fo-wuſtczall C —_— _ hun, 
tharany\fuch periom agz}perues/e, fr abjetto avenye:; m 
righely beccalled chee\/iema/advre ok yielding tueh.ſubmifis 
on'te an\[mage / iÞrpuanmbone ſumunagy eiiced/ontffume; or {co 
vodiuos,;: 16 as ſe excellentiori. + But hereins Faſgres cenſured) 
by others, as miſtaken; rhat.he; thought all- anterior» honor: 
and veneration- to be neceſſarily; ſuch a ſubmillion 7anguam,, 


7 xaragr 1 i Meanwhile lade Proteſtant Writer, Sr:Yingfi.. 
Rem. £ 1: $44. p.1b47 hathy very unbandidly —_— 
&33T3); ne 
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: of his toſhew Catholicks comfelſed to de 
eme, os 'Whe- 


uſt of this 
Idokters, wh 
ther an; 


hich, 2: s fad, | Noſe 
Paſ- 
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In, ſo. 


fage). fai 


excelfanatiny - - EE ſai 
| era, i.e: ft gives iqae-ck_ophing as {uper- 
larivcl excrlleat;  apob"> fack — Ran an Image 
tanqnam bony fannne ghtly be called 
DCIS oif h a ſenſe 


0 givente 


lenge, akule#; Fares rel es of 1t) 1s Icono- 
FE BH kn gu EE iq Ime- 
— 6 the Catholick's ſenſc thereof neither ways. (rs them 
et bono 'exceltents, ner -exceentiori ſe, is INnocent 


> wc as Diſs 6G. = Fer inal 
e [ncarvatione 2664. 3.5 on Pp 


A —_ EE ET ES —_— 
not only external, bur interior alſo, ' that is allowed by Ca» 
tholicks to: Images, is nos meant amy ſach fubmuiſzon, as ma 
a thirig moze excellent rhan che honowrer, xs > oc 
poſerh ; butonly a cerrinimernal eltecmot i It, 28 

ternal 


ed 


of 


—————_— a ON 
fame thing wceompanying it. Sce/hint in-g. Them. Diſp. x 
$5: yp Area tre mu pA er > i Muagivem, fed. 
atio exterior [07 externa nota eultus] cite tllam veiſatar, ts 
Sntentione crolendi Exemplat, ex oa won _ equitur, {rmagi- 
Wes Wenrns cofi, quam Exemplaria, fed efram ſequitur, las non 
coli, Thus and St. 7 homras, and other ancientSchoot- 
men, '\whoſe expreffians hedefends, according ts the ſenſe he 
pros them, 1n ſeming tofay Yormuch beyond rhe Conciliary 


wo embroil a matter which ſeems of 1t ſelf ſufficiently clear; 
-and rhe rather inay be ſpared becauſe one thiek 
wv ſuch diligence neceſtary' wo perfwaderhnyr, I fay not fortc 
iphofine perſons, ber the moſt leavied iv the Roman Qlinych, 
ald-downright "Hr Divine Workhip due'ten' Creature, 
and ther inzarintare, and ſcarce a fubftance.' 'On this matrer 
thus Mr. Yhwndthe; *Tofay that the Tmage of our Lord is 
©+6 be honoured as He is, is perfe&, Idolatry. But he, who 
*believes the 'Sont to brof the Father's ſabftance [as all rhe 
Schoolttien doF xad his 'Pittore -wbe' his Piture [as aff man- 
'kind-d6:] cannot fay ſoit he be in his wits/! Thus Mr. _— 

te: 


bhp: Who:then can clip boliereX ſuch a thing fam, who 
py nodbeeums 
po 


dns booms 
En = that: ge t0OUE, Et 
ao of Zeſ#3, or at the progucing, or reading the 
ES int — — Fe Book ol the Goſp | 
Letters or» Syltables of the. Name gſus.. For,” or 
Meriheld /avages. and thoſe other af che wor- 
Jhip of.che Exemplac evly.in the. ſame. manger,: If. Lmages.of 
our Lord capable of Zairia, 1o the reſt: See Ons _ 
0p. 108+ #att: The Title of which Chapter is; - --Zode 

» atgye,Tmagimes,. omen Jeſus, mh res ſarras [be 


names Cracew, ug/a ſar | > at nj . 6fſe ade 
ratides.' "Aud PR Difp;, 914+: Y.16-:: And 5. 4 in- ih 
cagnat.- | DiſÞ{136. $5. laying the! . When Secllarmin 


ſpeaks of giving to our Lord before an Image the cultus {.g- 

irie, m—_ 21, c. 23; he-fajthihe Image _ 1 vejther 

Jappourn. 00d a7 ay, N45 FW {0:4 AHIGHE, ; [C6 gry dann 
and { 


res no more of this Honor, than the Kings 

penn, '&6 ok; that we pe erg &i 5VHA DG ſaith,” rhar 

Kech Worſhip 1s; applied _ only rmpropric Oper 

accitlens, De Imag."2,1. 2x, = _ en -2gaan, to bring off 

this _—_— faith, LIE ner Gicrtuer fiſt, improprie, 

ploy thy pact ven Po hugo. tothe, ie. Royal Ma 

nor 

oh opt es, a okns hayg .nq {hare NG 
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Concerning Images, and Idolatyy. 
internal reſpe& or honor given to the Image, as the proper ob- 
jeeb of ſuch reſpe& tor the Exemplar's ſake,not only any /azria, 
ar any ſubmiſſu animi tanquam excelientiort is herein diſclaim- 
ed: of which faith Zaugo,von poteſt efſe rationalis controver ſia. 


Laſtly; the worſt that can beof ſuch learned men, who, 
by their aſcending to. ſubtilties, have the 1ntelictty alſo 
to be mifunder{tood, yet, where is had fo plain a Defint- 
tion and explication of the Church | Nox /atriam], it ſeems 
unjuſt, againſt this, to make uſe of ſome contradictions and 
inconliſtencies (were there any ſuch) of ſome private Au- 
thors. To them we may ſay, as long ago Cardinal ZeHarmzn, 
De Imag. 2.1. 22. c. ---Cur, queſo, non loquimur, ut Patres 
noftri logquuntur? And, it 1t be lawful to Shoe not only the 
expreſſions, but opinion of St. 7 homas in other points, why 
not in this? Nor, from ſuch expreflions, can any have the 
leaſt pretence either to accuſe the Roman Church of Idolatry, 
or reject its' Communion. This, of ſome School-Expreſſions. 
And this in 4h place from F. 16. of the Roman Church's 
not acknowledging any either Latria, or Duliato Images. 


5+, Neither doth ſhe give to them any external fign of 
honor, which the Divine Majelty hath appropriated to his 


.own ſervice and worſhip. They ſacrifice nut to them, as all 


former both Heathen and Jewiſh Idolatry did. And, as for 
any other ſigns of reſpe& given them, they have bin already 
cleared before F. 31, 32. 


6. Laſtly; To clear the Roman Church from any ſuch 
Do&trine or Practice about Images, as renders. her Cult of 
them Idolatry, an Idolatry equal with the Heathen, we may 
urge Mr. Thorndike's Argument ſet down below, F. 43. For 
that ſo ſhe can be no true Church, neither the whole, nor 
any true part of the Church Catholick (which, if it cannot 
maintain any Hereſy, can much leſs Idolatry, See Annotation 
on Dr. Stillingfl. p. 73. 4. 13.) Yet Proteſtants do not deny 
the Roman to be a true Church, And, ſhould they, they 
would deſtroy a legal Milſton or Ordination of their own 
Church-Miniſtry or Clergy received from this Church. : 

G IV. The 


I. 40s 


$. 4, 


i b 


TV. IV. The third Head propoſed being thus diſpatched, What 
-$. 42 Cult or Worſhip, pra led by all tormer 7 ang Catho- 
licks do deny to Images; EF come next to ſhew you, what 
they allow. 
s.\Firſt then, they maintain a very beneficial uſe of. the 
Images of opr Lord or his Saints ſet before us when we pray; 
and efpecially, when .fubje& to diſtraftion of thoughts 1m 
e Prayer, that the ſight thereof may ſerve to heighten onr de- 
votion, and the better confine our meditation on the Perſon, 
or ſacred Story repreſented, and hinder our Imaginations 
from i{traying abroad; may ſexve.to excite 1n us as of Honor 
Love, AﬀeCtion to ſuch Perſons, a grateful remembrance a 
imitation of them, of their Heroick Yertues, and valiant * 
Sufferings, a pallionate repreſenting to them (the Perfons 
I mean, nor the Pictures) our prefent condition, and implo- 
ring their aid and interceitions &r. From the more frequent .. 
practice of which aCts, occaſioned by theſe fenſible memori- 
als of our Bleſſed Lord, and his Saints, Catholicks experience 
ſo great an advantage 1n railing their affeions, as that they 
arc not eaſily by the groundlefſs clamours of Idolatry (or of 
the peri] thereof to Chriſtians, wherein Heathens are made 
to tubtile) to be frighted out of them: Nor the Church 
moved art all to re{train the good uſe that is made of, and fruit 
received by, them. 


\. 43- 2/y, Catholicks do maintain a certain honor, reverence, 
or veneration properly due and lawful to be given to the 
Images or Pictures of our Lord or his Saints, and that per, 2m, 
or ſecundum, ſe, to the Image in 1t ſelf, and as the proper 
object of ſuch Honor or Veneration. 


\. 44. 1.1. 3- But 344 thisonly arclative honor and not given proprer 
el ſe; but $4 eds, out of the love and honor & ens 
to the Prototype, we have an aftethon alſo to thoſe things 
that any way appertain to 1t, to any Relick, Repreſentation, 
Memorial of it. To underſtand which (if it needs any fur- 
ther explaining) we may obſerve with Suarez, In 3. 7 hom. 
9. 25. Diſp. 54. $4,5. That to, or 1n the preſence of, an 
Image 


Concerning Images, and 1dolatry; 
Image a twolold Adoration may be performed. 1. Either an 
Adoration both internal and external {the external fill fol- 
lowing the intcation of the mind). only to the Exemplar, 
and none at all tothe Image (the Image or Picture ſerving only 
as a Motive thereto, or 'a Remembrancer thereot ) of which 
we have ſpoken before, $. 36. 2. Or.an internal and external 
Adoration, ſuch as that we here ſpeak of, direfted only ro 
the mage {not the Excmplar) as its proper objet; tho the 
honor we owe to the Exemplar be the fole motive thereof: 
1o that, 1f it be done to an Image of our Lord, it proceeds 
originally from the honor we owe untoour Lord, tho tt 1s not 
that Honor : Or alſo, one and the ſame externa] geſture ſub- 
{ervient to a double internal intention ; one, directed to the 
Figure; the other, to the thing deſigned by it. Now borh 
theſe Worſhaps are by the Church maintained lawful, and 
this later in the ſecond NVicene Council vindicated, againſt 
thoſe who, tho they were no Iconoclaſts, but allowing the 
uſe of Images, yet denied it lawful to pray,-or bow before, 
to kiſs, or embrace, or to uſe lights, perfumes, or ſthew an 
other figns of honor to, them 7 aw; Lo theſe called by #pr- 
phanzus, 2. Conc. Nic. Af. 6. m fin. impdurct, and Lovdzniders 
ſemi-pravi, and falſo vert) whenas yet thoſe very perſons that 
demed theſe lawtul to Images, performed the like Ceremo- 
mics to the Croſs, the Book of the Goſpels, and other ſacred 
Utenfils. Againit theſe therefore 1t concerned the Church 
to vindicate ſuch long-pratticed Salutation, or honorary A- 
doration of Tmages. Which alſo was detended in that Coun- 
cil, by the like civil Honors and Ceremonies relating tothe 
Exemplar by Chriſtians without ſcruple performed to the Em- 
perors 'waxen Effgies or Statues; brought into Cities for 
their doing homage, where the Emperor could not appear, 
and receive it un perſon.. ---S: enim (faith a Biſhop there, 
2. Conc. Nic. A. 1.) Regum laureata fy Tconas miſſas ad 
cruttapes vel regiones obvii adeunt popult cum Cerets fy [ncenſis, 
ou cera perfuſam tabulam, ſed [mperatorem honorantes ; Quanto 
magis oportet in Ecclefiis &. And Af 2. Epiſt. Adriant' ad 
tmperat. ſuch like words are quoted out of St. ChryſoiFome, 
Serm. m 5. fer. Paſche. ---Neque enim quando Imperiales vut- 
tus by [magines m civitates introducuntur fy ubuant — 
G 2 plebes 
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Concerning Images, and Idolatry. 
plebes cum laudibus tabulam honorant, vel ſuperefſuſam cera 
Sſeripturam [or ſculpturam] ſed fieuram [mperatoris” To 
which I may add, that of Athanaſtus, Contra Arrianos Serm.4.. 
mentioned before, ---Quz adorat wmaginem Regis m illa adorat 
ipſum Regem : quippe cum ipſa Imago nihil aliud fit - quam 
Regrs forma ac ſpecies : and allo the civil honors, that are, 1n 
relation to the Prince, tho in his abſence, given in the Cham- 
ber of Preſence, and, to the Chair of State. And, fee in 
Naztanzen, in Julian. Orat. 1. the advantage Julian thought 
to make of ſuch Honor given to Princes for an artificial 1n- 
ducement of Chriſtians to commut [dolatry by repreſenting 
{ome of his Heathen Gods wn the ſame table with the Em- 
peror, that ſo they might either worſhip both, and ſo paſs 
tor Idolaters; or neither, and ſo ſuffer for diſloyalty. And 
the heavy puniſhment inflifted, and greater threatned by 
T heodeſins the Emperor to the Citizens of Antioch for their 
ca{ting down the Emprefle's Statue there, is well known (of 
which St. Ambroſe, in Pſal. 118. Serm. 10. ---Quz flatuam 
contempſerit Imperatoris, Tmperatori atique feciſſe videtur in- 
juriam, fy qui imaginem Tmperatoris coronat, [um honorat, 
cujus imaginem coronavit.) And, if, to ſhew their hate to a 
perſon, people do, as 1t were naturally, abuſe their ſtatues ; 
and Magiſtrates that cannot reach the Perſons, do execution 
on great Delinquents mz effxgie, vnco tmpatto ad latrinas, ad 
Gemonzas, 1t 1s as natural tor thoſe who love the perſon, to 
honor them. 


41y, Catholicks afhirm, that there 1s no prohibitton 1n any 


' part of the firlt (or call it, if you pleaſe the ſecond) Com- 


mandmentof either of theſe two,. '- the making and-uſe ; or 
z- ſuch veneration, as is here aflerted, of the Images of our 
Lord and his Saints. The words are theſe, Non habebis Deos 
a/1enos coram me. Non facies thi ſculptile, neque omnem ſunn- 
litudinem, qua eF in celo deſuper, fy qua in terra deorſum &C. 
Non adorabis ea, neque coles. Fgo ſum Dominus Deus tuns, 
fortts, zelotes: Where being prohibited 1n the firſt part to 
have (or, 1f you will, to worſhip) any God fave the true, we 
are conſequently much more prohibited to have to ſuch an 
ead, or to worſhip, any ſimilitude or Image of them; the 
WOI- 


Concerning Images, and Idolatry. 


worſhip of which 1s ſtill for the ſake of that it repreſents: 
and therefore St. Auſtine, Queſt; in Exod. 71. concludes all 
but one precept, the later part explaining the former. -.- Now 
erunt tibi Du alii preter me : Hoc ipſum (ſaith he) perfefims 
explicatur, cum prohibentur colenaa figmenta. And, ---Quo per- 
tmet, non facies tibi Tdolum, niſi ad id quod ditFum eſt, non erunt 
tibi Dii alii preter me. Now thele wards Non adorabis ea, 
neque coles, or ſervies , cannot be underſtood of any venera- 
2110n or reverence whatever given to any Image whatever 
(as ſome do enlarge 1t) for many reaſons. 

1. Becauſe there will ſeem the ſame reaſon of extracting, 
from the Non facies 71bi inthe Text, the not making or ha- 
ving any ſuth Images, 1n any ſenſe, or to any end, whatever. 
But the making and uſe of them Proteſtants allow ; and the 
Jews, under the Law, praftiſed: So/ormon making many 
figures in the Temple, for which he had no command; and 
God himſelf alſo, after he had given them this Precept, com- 
manded ſeveral Images or Sinilitudes to be made, as the 
Cherubims joined ta the Ark (to which So/omon added two 
more much larger before it) and afterward the Brazen Ser- 
pent, an eminent Type-of the Crucifix; tho this foreſeen, 
that it would afterward be abuſed to Idolatry. Which com- 
mand ſhews, that if any making of Images was prohibited to 
the Jews (as ſome Catholicks affirm) yer, that thus far this 
Precept 1s not to be accounted Natural, or Moral, but only 
Ceremonial (as thoſe Catholicks allo limit it) may be ga- 
thered from the Divine Diſpenſation therewith, in ſome par- 
ticular counter-commands for the making them, ſo ſoon after 
he had given it. Of this matter thus Mr. 7 bornd:4e, Juſt 
Weights, c. 19. p. 126. *Irt 1s far more reaſonable to fay, 
©That the Cherubims, the brazen Serpent, the Bulls, and 
© other Images in So/omon's Temple, were no breaches of it, 
©than to ſay, That God did diſpenſe with his own Precept 
©;n thoſe caſes, having no appearance of any diſpenſation 
©1n the Scripture, in which the Precept, and the: ſeemi 
© breach are both recorded. But it 1s manifeſt; ;that the Jews 
© allow ſome: kind of Imagery., Andhitts manifeſt, that the 
<publick Authority of that Nation, .or Religion, could never 
* diſpenſe in that which God's Law had prohibited. 

21y, Be- 
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Becauſe the worſiping or ſerviag in -ths Prevepr, 
b . S* 

which God challengeth only xo hinmfelt, and becomes jealous, 
85 he ſaith, uf communicated to:any others, mult, be -extend- 
ed ro other things beſides Images-and the likenelies' of things, 
even to all the Creatures themſelves: To the Holt of Heaven 
(Sce Deut. 4. 14. 19. where- this Precept being delivered 
moreat large theſe are joined with the Sca/preles.) To any 
lacred things alſo, to Grdeon's Ephed, to the Egyptians liv- 
ing Ox; to the Emperors and Potenrates of the Earth ; the 
Deifying of whom was. a great part of ancient Idolatry ; and 
rather to thoſe things the more, which, among the Creatures, 
are the more dignified, and fo thay ſooner provoke the Lord 
to-jealouſy, and which things indeed are the principal obje 

of all ach worſhip, and the -likenefs of them honoured an! 

at the ſecond hand for their ſake. Thus then pps, bot 
theſe ſeem very unreaſonable; erther toſay, this Precept 
forbids any worthip whatever to be given to any Creature:: 
or that at forbids only a Zazria, the giving ſupreme or divine 
Worſhip 'zo any other thing, bur  andeed prohibates mean- 
while the giving avy Worſhip at all whatever' to. /wrages : 
Eſpecially, when the temptation to Idolotry 15 more danger- 
ous, where the obje& thereof is more excellent ; av 
neither the practice of the Heathen, nor Jewnh, Idolatry 
was 10 endpatlified to Images, but that 1t-extended to-other 
Creatures; and thoſe that were amongR' thete themoreglo- 
rious; (thereforcalſo was the place of the Body of Moſes de- 
ceaſed concealed from the Iſraclites : ) and, again, when the 
ſelf ſame Worfhip or Venerarion (2. e. for the relation things 
have to another thing that 1s honoured by us) which, it 
giver to Images, as fazd to break this Precept, yetis allowed 

ro be fatelygiven 20.other-holy things, upon ſuch relation 
withoutany violation of this Precept. For, I tappole, thoſe 
who make any Veneration of Zmages abreach of this Law, 
donotſo any veneration or Teverence grven to jacred things. 
Or, af = do, the Adorate ſcabellum P/al.'98. and cHMoſes's 
purge his ſhooe ibecauſe the ground-was holy, Zxod. 3: x. 
{. 5/15. Gew. 287156, 17, 18. do warrant' the contrary. 
And ventrrabantar gundam Jud: Santta Sanitorem (faith St. 
Jerome, Epift. 17. Ad MarceHam.) trom which he —_— 
| onne 
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Nowne fibi vener abilius videtur Sepulchrum Domini? Yet was 
the Ark- alfo, as well as the Images of the Cherubims, liable 
ol _ adored with ſach a kind of Worſhip, as might be flat 
ary. | 

Ir is moſt true then, and wilhngly conceded to thoſe who, 
F know not to what end, do preſs 1t, that if God declares, that 
any worflup whatever given to an Image 1s /ao/atry, no di- 
{tinaion about worſhip can ſave us from it; but, as you fee, 


molt reaſonably {till maintained, that God in this Precept, 


or elſewhere 1n the Scriptures, hath dec/ared no ſuch thing. 


And, were the ſenſe of Scriptures here diſputable, yer from. 


whom ovught we to learn 1t rather, than from the Church; 
which we have ſhewed in her ſupreme Councils to expound 
them otherwiſe? Laſtly, ſuppoling all Veneration of Images 
prohibited in the fecond Commandment, yet if the Venera- 


tion praCtiſed againſt thePrecept be ſuch only, as is lawfully - 


given to other Creatures, as to facred things, the miſappl1- 
cation thereof to Images will be a-fault, or a fin, becauſe trant- 
grefling ſome part of God's Law : but not therefore the ſin of 


Idolatry; becauſe no honor 1s done to 1t, but what may be. 


lawfully done to the Creatures, and thoſe, as to their ſub- 


ſtance,the meaneſt ; and ſo no Divine Jealouſy raiſed thereby. 
4 


Meanwhile ſome Catholick Divines alſo, I grant there- 


are, that hold by this Commandment any Worſhip whatever, 
little, or great, to be prohibited to Images. But then ſodo 
they 1/7, the making or uſe of any Images. 24, thus far 
they reſtrain and contra& this Precept to be a ceremonial 
and temporal one, helonging only to the Jews, a Nation, and 
1n an Age, much inclined to Idolatry : 3, grant this Precept 
not prohibiting the Jews the Adoration of other things ſacred, 


the Temple, the Ark, gx. from which they colle&, that the- 


prohibition therein ſolely of Image-worſhip hath —_—_ ot. 


Morality in 1t : by all which their opinion 1s rendred uſcleſs 
who urge 1t. » They labour here under- 
ſeveral difficulties : as not only God's commanding the Ima-- 


to Proteſtants, 


ges of the Cherubims, and afterward of a Serpent, to be made, 
ut Sofomon's voluntary framing ſeveral figures, as without: 


command, fo without treſpalling any: and their eey tor. 
; race: 
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; Concern \ Images , «nd. Idolatry. ; 
' them ſeem to ſome other Catholicks not fatisfaftory. 
Thas concerning no prohibition in the firff or /ecomd Com- 
mandment cither of the making, or of the Veneration of 
Images, fuch as is maintained by Catholicks, vis. only @ re- 
lative honor, and though ohiy: per, in, or ſecundum ſe to the 
Image, yet not proprer Je: ut ſuch, whereby, out ot the love 
and. honor we owe to the Prototype, we have an aftetion 


and reſpett alſo to thoſe things that any way appertain to it. 


5/y, Bur, then, this reſpe& or eſtcem of it is not affirmed 
the very ſame that we exhibit to the Prototype 1t ſelf; nor 
any ſuch honor, as implies oug ſubmyto to it; or at a thing 
held more exce/tent, _ our ſelves. No 1nanimate thing 
being, 1n reaſon, capable of ſuch a ſubjeAion and homage 
from Man; or an inferior from the ſuperior. But ſuch an 
inferior reverence and reſpe&, as 1s given to other, relatives 
and appertinents of Holy RR or Inſtruments of Religi- 
on: Such as 1s given 7ypo venerande Crucis, fy Santtts Eoan- 
gelits, oy reliqurs Sacris, as the Second Nicene Council (re- 
terred-to by that of 7rent) declare their meaning; and ſo 
again the 874 General Council cap. 3. reczted hefore,y.2c; &c. 
Such as 15 given to the Holy Crois, to the Book of Holy Scrip- 
tures, to . Sacred Utenſils, Churches, Altars, laſtly to the 
Holy Name of JESUS: for, as I have ſhewed, both the 
Councils and Schoolmen do Ro and equal all theſe; and 
defend that of Images by the other, as- to the ſame kindof 
Honor, cult, or reverence given them: tho this reverence 
may be gradually different, as the Perſon repreſented 1s more 
excellent; or the thing, ſo honoured for his ſake, more near- 
ly relating to him. 


Of theſe thus Bellarmin, De mag. |. 2. c. 21. Non debetur 
Tmagini Honor qui debetur Deo, ſed mimor. Non aſſerimus eundem 
honorem, ſed aligquem honorem deberi Tmagini. Again, Ibid. c. 19. 
Imago cum ſit res manimata, oy ſenſus ac rationts exper s,non eſt hono- 
ris Tgpax propter ſe : fy ideo [magines non honorantur abſolute, ſed 
relatrue ad Prototypum. Qui honor tranſit ad Exemplar mediate oy 
guaſi conſequenter : tam qui honorat imaginem alicujus ne dubio ho- 
norat propter eum cujus efi Imago, Tbid.c. 21, Ands /magines vene- 
rande ea modo quo veneramur Evaneelia, (oy ſacra vaſa. 6h, A 
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6h, A Veneration or Reverence due to Holy things as the F. 48. 
ancient Oppoſers of Nice did, ſo the ſoberer ſort of Prote- 
. {tantsdo willingly, acknowledge. 


To Bellarmin, urging TRIO ſolebant, profiratt ad terram, 
venerari imagimes C erubim, Bi ” Amarews an{wers, Reſp. ad 
Fol. c. 8. p. 204. At Cherubim &c. non adorarunt. Nam vene- 
ratos eſſe eos SantFum Santtorum non dubitamus, qui &y ip/i Templa 
veneramur : Sed ad Adorationem nimis angu$tavyenerand: vox. And 
Cap. 1. p. 35. Rex adorationem Reliquiarum reprehenait, non Ye 
merationem. And p. 50. Tandem autem eo firm recidet ut no 
| | alium eis honorem congruere difturus fit, quam libro Evangelii vel 
| vaſts Sacramentorum : De quo neque nos habebit valde repugnantes. 
Thus He. Burt, if that Veneration of the Images of the Cheru- 
bim be allowed, which he yields of the Temple, no more is by 
Bellarmm or Catholicks deſired. But, then, for the term Adora- 
tion or Incurvation: the Scripture uleth this term for Scahe/lums 
pedum twice, and for 7 emplum, and eMentem Sanfum too; See 
| Pſal. 98. 5. Adorate Scabellum: And ver. 9. and Pſal. 131. 7. and 


Pſlal. 5. 8. Or, if inall theſe by reaſon of a Prefix & before the 
word, they are to be tranſlated ad Scabelum, ad Templum, incur. 
vate vos Temph, or ad T emplum, yet the Scripture uſeth the ſame 
I mode of exprelſion for Abraham's worſhiping of the Sons of Heth, 
and Jacob of Pharaoh (where 1s the ſame Article & too, and as 
much reaſon for tranſlating ad filios Heth, as ad Scabellum, or ad 
Temphum:) 1 ſay in theſe aA word Aorare 1s uſed and applied to 
them notwithſtanding Nor added in the ſecond Commandment 
to the very ſame Hebrew word, that 1s uſed in the other, Zxod.20. 
Non adorabis ea, negue coles, that 15,901 adorabis, neither any thing, 
nor the Image or Similitude of any thing, Sun, Moon, or Stars, in 
Heaven or 1n Earth. This Abraham adorauit filios Heth muſt force 
the Biſhop not to reſtrain the word always to the Supreme, or Di- 
vine Worſhip. And then, Aorare being taken ſometimes for vene- 
rari as 1t runs adoravit filios Heth, 1o 1t may alſo adorate Scabellum, 
& Templum,without an Ad; and he may ſafely ſay, if Templa vene- 
ramur,lo T empla adoramus ; both ſignifying the ſame inferior wor- 
ſhip or honor. But, however, Veneration of Temples, and other 
holy things, and,if Imiſtake ham = of the Cherubums, Biſhop 4- 
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- -areres allows. Thus healſo elſewhere, Serm. on Phil. 2. 10. p.478. 
of the Reverence due to the Holy Name of JESUS. *©He is exalted 
© ({aith he) to whoſe Perſon knees do bow ; but, to whoſe Name 
only, much more. And, ---His Name he left behind to us, -that we 
© may ſhew,by our reverence and reſpett to it, how much. we eſteem 
©him; how true the Pſalm ſhall be, ZZoly and reverend is bis Name. 
©Look to the Text then; and let no man perſwade you, but that 
© God requireth a reverent carriage, even of the Body it ſelf: 
© And namely, this ſervice of the Knee; And that, to his Son's 
©Name. Do it to the ſenſe; have mind on him that is named 
[there 1s the relative honor of it] and do his Name the honor, and 
© ſpare not. The ſame he ſaith there alſo of the Holy Myſteries 
+in the Euchariſt, There are (faith he, wondring at it) that 
© forbear todo it at his Name: Nay at the Holy M | hk them- 
© ſelves: Where his Name 1s (I am ſure) and more tin his Name, 
even the ory” —_ of _ Fiber Jeſns _ btn udp 

Again : Biſhop # ite agai 7ſber, p. 224. ſaith, —< Religions 
« dracing may be founded on Ros cate kinds of Uajes. 
<1, Perſonal, » Subſtantial, or 3 laitly Cauſal, relative, or acci- 
dental; to wit, when by divine ad things created are 
© made inſtruments, meſfengers, {igns, or mores, of divine 
© grace, as the holy Sacraments, and the Word and Goſpel, and 
<the Miniſters 'of the Church gx. Chriſt himfelf 1s. preſent, 
© affiſtant, and operative, 1n and by theſe inſtruments, and hath 
©commanded reverence to be ufed towards them ; accounting the 
© love, faith, and honor which are yielded to his created Word, 
©to be love, faith, and honor to - hanrdelf, And before p. 219. 
Upon the relative union. alfo between rhe King and his Image, 
ſhewed by F. Fiſher out of St. Athanaſius, Contra Arrianos Serm.4. 
Upon which that Father there concludes ; Qu 1g1tur adorat 1na- 
einem, im. illa adorat ipſum Regem, quia cum ipſa 1mago nihil alud. 
fit quam Regis forma ac ſpecies, the Bithop grants, ---* Thar the 
© Images of Kings ſometimes (ſaith he). not always, mn crvil uſe, 
<andcuftome, not in Rehigion, may be taken, and reverenced for 
©the principal. [I farnere then 1n civil uſe and cuftome, not mn 
rehg10us, 2 may our Lord's Image too, fomerimes. - And then, 
why notat any time,. either his or the King's *] De SandForum 
Religuits &y Tmagmibus &c. (ſaith Spalatenſrs, Oftenjio Errorum 
Srarez, cap.2.) cultum m his diſtinguo, ac Yencrationem: Fiu- 
manum- 
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manum negue Rex, neque Orthodaxi negabunt ; rehgioſum vero 
arvinum ks aqarieus ofe affarmo. And afterward diſtinguiſh- 


ing -— ZExcellentiam, qua a Deo fucrunt ſupernaturaliter ex- 
altati, fy ſolam civilem excellentiam m ip/is, he ſaith, ---Honore 
eodem humano utramque excellentiam oy drvimam oy humanam in 
| homane proſequimur : Religioſo autem, hoc eft drymo, honore ſolum 
Inn eſje arbitramur. [and as well might he, 1t he 
pleaſed, have diſtinguiſhed a Religious honor into FZumanus & 
Drvmnus.) Bilhop Mountague, 1n his Appeal to Ceſar, chap. 21. 
faith; *That no Religious Honor or Worſhip is . to be given to 
©Images; but yet, ---That all Reverence ſimply cannot be ab- 
{trated from them.  * And can a man (faith he there) have the 
©true Repreſentation of his Prince, Patrons, &x. without awe, 
© reſpe&t, regard, love, reverence, moved by aſpe&, and wrought 
*inhim? I profeſs my 1mperfe&ion, or what they wall call it, 
it 15 ſo with me. And quotes this out of Faris in his Animad- 
verſions upon Hellarmm, De [maginibus ; --- Foc nemo noftrum 
dicit, non eſſe colendas [Imagines] . nec ullo medo. Suo modo coli 
probamus, ve/ut /magines ; at non. religioſo cultu, gui aut ſuper/titt- 
oſus et, aut impius. Nec cum aliorum ſcandalo, ftve culius ſepa- 
ratus, ſtyue conjunttus cum eorum cultu mtelligatur,, quorum ſunt 
imagines. Biſhop Hhite alſo of Images themſelves ſpeaks thus 
in the beginning of his Diſcousſe, p. 208. © The Advocate of 
Imagery | Fiſher] ſhould firſt of all have declared, what he un- 
*derſtands by Worſhip of Images, whether Veneration only, 
largely taken; or Adoration, properly ſo called. Veneration 
may ſignify external regard and rc:verence of Pi&ures, ſuch as 1s 
given to Churches, and ſacred Vellels, and to -ornaments of ſa- 
cred Places; and, according to this notion, many have approved 
or tolerated Worſhip of Images, which deny Adoration: And a- 
mongſt the any here he means not only Papiſts bur Proteſtants : 
For/there he quotes alſo this place 'of Zammns forit; and, before 
him,cites the Conncil of Vzce,that we may ſee both agree. Some 
cult, honor, reverence we fee then here allowed as to other holy 
things, ſo to Images. As for our ſtiling it a re/grous Cult we cannot 
hinder but that Proteſtants may take the word (of which ſee e- 
nough before, F. 16 g-.) as thatCatholicks dare not apply it ſo 
t0o.any thing ſave to God. Of the Equivocation- that is in this, 
and many other words not wi to be avoided, Mr. 7, wo 
2 alt 
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faith well, Zp1lop. 3.1. 20.c. p. 253. where ſpeaking of the term 
of Reli as fe Sos to the _—_ of Joins he Pick: ©Whe- 
©ther Nis 

*tion'of words makes diſputable. And, ---That all is to be 1m- 
: ponee to nothing but want of proper terms for that Honor,which 
© Religion enjoines in reſpe& off God, and that relation which God 
hath ſetled between the Church Militant and Triumphant, be- 
*1ng reaſonably called Religious. --And being neither civil nor 
*humane honor, but ſuch as a Creature is capable of for Religi- 
*on's ſake, and that relation which Religion ſerleth. Thus He. 
But that then, when otherwiſe agreed, we may not fall out about 
words, tho this honor 1s given to the Image not of a Statesman 
but of an Holy Perſon, and to other things becauſe they are ſacred 
and belonging to Religion, yet rather than the propriety of two 
words ſhall © arate- us, let them, ſo as allowing it, freely ſtile 
and call it, it they pleaſe, a czvi/ Veneration of the Name of 
JESUS, and of the Euchariſtical Myſteries, of the Images of our 
Lord, and his Mother, of the Apoſtles, Martyrs, and other Saints. 
For indeed we are all ſpiritual Fellow-citizens, Phz/. 3. 20. and 
our Religion a celeſtial mainwua or Common-wealth, and our Lord 
the Head of it, Heb. 12. 22, 23. 

Again, thus Mr. 7horndike, Juft Weights, c. 19. p. 128. (ac- 
cording to his free language in free times.) --- © The Furniture 
and Utenſils of the Church were honoured in the ſpotleſs times 
© of the Church, as conſecrated to God's ſervice; tho the honor 
© of them being uncapable of honor for themſelves, was manifeſt- 
oy, and without any ſcruple, the honor of God. But Images, 
©ſo long as they were uſed to no further intent, than the orna- 
©ment of Churches, the remembrance of holy Hiſtories, and the 
© raiſing of Devotion thereby (as at the firſt they were uſed b 
©the Church) [and fo are ſtill came in the number [I add; an 
© ſo ought to recerve the honor] of things conſecrated to God's 
© Service. 

Laſtly, thus Daille TraifFe des Images. c. 7. in his Anſwer to 
St. Gregory's forementioned Expreſſion [ea gua dignum eFt venera- 
\77one] leems toallow ſome Veneration to ſuch things, ſo it be not 
cult, ou ſervice reh;greuſe. © A certain degree of reſpe& and honor 
* (faith he) 1s due to all the Inſtruments of Religion : as to the 
© perſons and things of the Church, to the Prieſts, to the Chalices, 

to 


Honor be Religious, or Civil nothing but equivoca- 
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*to the ſacred Bibles, which every one calls venerable, yet none 
© deferrs to them the religious ſervice which thoſe of the Roman 
© Communion now adays render to Images. See alſo 7bid. p. 340. 

376. And Apol. —- Reform. c. 10. One of his Anſwers 

to the Text Adorate Scabel/um (Pſal. 98.) 1s; - That this Adora- 
©tion of the Ark was an inferior ſpecies of honor to the Adora- 
© tion of Zatria, which 1s due to none but God. Thus He. This 

inferior reverence then due to holy things let him allow to the 

Images of our Lord and his Saints, and, tor any further /atria or 

religious ſervice, he ſhall be diſpenſed with. And here I may 

conclude with what a modern Controvertiſt (Spencer, Scripture 

miſtaken.” p. 128.) writ not long ſince in debating the ſence 

of the Second Commandment, © That what Worlhip ſoever 

<2 well-minded Proteſtant ſhould Judge may be given to the Holy 

*Name of JESUS, when he ſees 1t either printed in a Book, or 

*engraven in a Stone, without all Superſtition, or Idolatry, or 

© breach of the Second Commandment [I add, or what the Jews 

© might give to the Ark,] let him give the ſame to any Image of 
© our Saviour, and in the {ame manner, or atleaſt judge that the 
©like may lawfully be given to it, and no more in this point will 

© be required of him to be eſteemed conformable to the Do&trine, 

© and Praftice of the Roman Church, 

To the Teſtimonies of Proteſtants confelling a certain Reve- 
rence and Honor due to Holy things might be added the 
Teſtimonies of the Fathers, and conſtant Practice of the Church 
in all former times, and the ſeveral commands and exam- 
ples thereof occurring in the Scripture, 7e ſhall reverence my 
Santuary, Lev. 19. 30. and 26. 2. And Adorate Scabellum pedim 
ejus, and that, quia ſantFum ft, ſince both in the Hebrew are of 
the ſame Gender, Sanfum or Sanftus may zelate either to Sca- 
bellum, or Dominus; and the place where it was was called 
Sanfum Sanforum :- Such things,: I ſay, I. might colle& if I 
thought this were a thing that would be much queſtioned, ſave 
by ſome late profane Se&ts, that cry down alſoall 'Things and Per- 
ſons ſacred, the Clergy, and Churches. 


7. Next: If it be more particularly enquired, what this F. 45. 


Veneration or Honor is, that 15 communicable, or pretended 


to belong, as to other holy things, ſo to holy Images, (Joe \- 
ca 
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I call thoſe repreſenting Holy Perſons), Such -Honors, for 
the external ſigns thereof, have ufed tv he 1n ancient times, 
and ſt} are in the Roman, as alfo Oriental, Churches, un- 
covering the head, bowing, kiſling, embracing, lights, e 
fumes, gx. As we fee alto, men place in their Cloſer, kits, 
-or embrace, the Picture or Efhgies- of a perſon whom they 
dearly love, without any fear of 'either /deo/o/atria, or /dole- 
dulia in ſuch a Practice. Again, For the interna] intention 
joined with fuch outward geſtures, this alſo 2or allus cultus 
eorum qui tribuuntur nature intellgenti, as Bellarmin ob- 
ſerves; or any ſuch ſubmiſſhon of mind, as he that honors 1t 
acknowledges himſelt inferior tg it; which Yaſquesz therefore 
(taking internal Adoration 1n fo ſtrict ſenſe) jultly rejes as 
unapplicable to any Image, or 1nanimate thing in what con- 
{fideration ſoever ; but an inward efteem and value of them 
for ſome particular relation they have to ſome other obje&t 
more excellent than our ſelves; as alſo an tention by the 
outward geſtures we uſe toſhew, not to the Image to which 
we perſorm them, but to any perſons capable of underftand- 
ing our action, the Prototype, or others, the eſteem we have 


of any thing fo nearly belonging to ſuch a perſon. 


F. Suarez thus exprefles it, In 3. 7 hom. Diſp. 54. F. 5. ER 
Exiſtimatio quedam Tmaginis ---ut eft ſimilitudo ad perſonam ſa- 
cram, or ---ut eft quadam res habens relationem ad tale exemplar ; 
Propter guam honor ili exhibetur non ea intenttone, ut {pſa illum 
perciprar [{nch cult belongs only to things intelligent] ſed ſolum 
at conuvementi fy reverenti modo traftetur, juxta exiftimationem, 
gue de illa haberi debet ; atque adeo ut hec ipſa exiftimatio ipſismet 
actronibus fienificetur fy oftendatur : Significatio autem hc, þ non 
fit propter [maginem que adoratar, ita neque fit ad fem, id eft, ut 
2ſa percipiat anienamn oy intentionem adorantis; ſod, hoc or = 

natnr frenificatio ad eum, propter quem fit adoratio, vl certe etram 
ad alios, qui adorationem wident [whereby ſuch perſon would reſti- 
fy to them his honor of the Prototype.] Unde per tale officrure 
adorationis homo non ita ſe ſubmittit Imagini, ut profiteatur ſe in- 
feriorem illa [which may remove Yaſqnez's ſoruple] ſed ſohum 

profitetar [mag mem perimere, ſen ef/e aliquid ejus, qu or 
excellentior eff. In which worſhip of the Image virizaiiter _ - 
eraur 
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betur rei mtellefuali debitus cultus, quanurs in euro a Oy. formal: 
mmtentione hoc non habeatur. Thus Suarez, De Myfterio [ncarnat. 
Diſp..36. F. 3. n.39. And Zugo thus --- Animus exercend; exte- 
rins circa {[maginem (dandos et ſuperiorem locum, honorifice eam 
tratFando &c. ) propter excellentiam Exemplaris, quam repre ſen- 
tat, eas afFiones ſubmiſſimnis externe praſtat, quas exercere ſolemus 
circa excellentiores > dominos (ſed non quod volumus /ignifi- 
care, quod mtcrins exifiimemus {[maginem efſe nobis ſuperiorem 
vel dominnm) quia totus hic honor debetur Exemplari etiam in ſua 
Imagine. Thus I have exhibited at length out of theſe two ju- 
dictous Schoolmen, to avoid many cavils about the mode of this 
interior worſhip and obſervance that 1s given to, and terminated 
in, Images; as alſo, in other ſacred things. 


8. Yet 8/y Catholicks contend; That 4t doth not hence F, 5a. 


become neceſlary, that this Exiſtimation or external reverent 
Tradtation of inanimate things, performed to them in con- 
ſideration of ſome other ſacred or honourable perſon they 
_—_——_ to, ſhould therefore be the ſame or equal, of all 
things that have any manner of Relation to fuch Perſon ; or, 
- that the eftimation of many ſuch things, circumſtances con- 
ſidered, ſhould be accompanied with any ſuch external note 
of reſpe&t or honor. $o a Prince's Servant, a perſon much 
reſembling him, a Kinſman, a Friend, or Favourite, an Em- 
bafſador, his Chair of State, his Robes, may all recerve honor 
from us for the Prince's ſake, yet not all an equal to that we , 
give the Prince; or one of them, to that we give to ſome 
other; or all on the felf ſame, but on a very difterent, ac- 
count. And again, ſome other things of a leſs valued relation: 
to him recezve no external mark of eſteem at all; or, not in ſo 
ſpecial a manner, as the former. The ſame caſe ut 1s in feve- 
Tal things as they relate to God, (which, on many aecounts, 
the whole Creation doth.) 1. Fuxlt God, here, may be wor- 
ſhiped both with internal and external ſupreme Adoration, 
bowing, kneeling, proſtration gx. in the beholding and con- 
templaring, and ſo in the preſence, of any of his Creatures, 
a Man, the Sun,theStars,or any other whatever : I ſee not how- 
any-rational man can deny it. Yet exteriorly-todo this in the 
Goh of others, who may muſ1interpret our gy 
miltake- 
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miſtake the dire&ion of our Worſhip, eſpecially when the 
| thing is of a greater eſſential or ſubltantal dignity before, 
or toward, which we perforin/ 1t; and which may be to ug 
the occaſion of it, it 1s not convenzent. And the ſame caſe it 
may pollibly be in giving ſuch Adoration before a PiQture or 
other ſacred thing in a Country wholly given to idolatry 
and 1n whom the light of Reaſon 1s fo far extinguiſhed, as 
that they worſhup Pitures for Gods. The ſame caſe I fay, 
in the incurring a fault, not of Idolatry, but of Indifcretion. 
And perhaps. this may be the reaſon of the. rarer uſe of 
Pifturcs 1n the firſt four Ages of the Church, when the Ghri- 
{tan world was not as yet to well cleanſed from Heatheniſme; 
not that the uſe of theſe was not then held lawful, or alſo 
beneficial ; but, that, for other conſ1derations, not ſ@ expe- 
dient. r We may.alſo retain a certain eſteem and value of 
the loweſt of God's Creatures,that is terminated in-1t ; but for 
the Maker's ſake ; ofa Fly, an Ant gyc, much more of the Sun. 
But here alſo-we ſtand obliged to the obſerving a decency ; 
and not giving a ſcandal in any our external expreſſions 
thereof, which are fitly reſerved for other much more prin-. 
cipal or ſpecial Relatrves. 34, Other things therefore there 
are of a more ſpecial relation and connex1on to the prime 
. Obje& of Honour and Adoration, as conſecrated to God's 
more immediate ſervice, or ſome way repreſenting or mind- 
ing vs of his preſence: Such are Churches, Altars, the con- 
ſecrated Symbols of the Euchariſt, the facred Utenſils and 
Chalices, Holy Relicks, Holy Croſs, the Holy Name of 
JESUS, and in the laſt place,ſacred Images or Pitures ; which 
I call ſacred, tho ſome of them be not conſecrated, if they 
be ſuch as repreſent and carry a ſimilitude of Sacred Perſons, 
viz, of our Lord, or his Saints; the natural property of which 
copies, being to bring into our mind and renew in us, the re- 
membrance of their Originals that are ſacred, gives us a 
ſufficient title to ſtile them ſo too; and the ang | having 
. found a ſingular benefit in ſuch an effe& of them, hath fre- 


quently dedicated, conſecrated and expoſed, ſeveral of them 
in her publick places of worſhip for the ſame uſe ; which 
_ alſo a further degree of | nh to thoſe ſo dedi- 
cated. 


Now, 
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Now, what thoſe things punQuually are, which are to b© 
treated with ſuch a ſpecial reverence or eſteem as due to them 
on the former account, this ſurely ought to be left to the 
judgment and arbitration of the Church, and of our Canoni- 
cal Superiors, whoſe office it is to weigh the con- or incon- 
veniences, the decency or indecency thereof; and private 
perſons may ſafely a& herein according to her declarations 
and direions. Neither, ſuch external reverenc being ſo re- 
quired, may we withdraw it for fear of ſcandal, as inthe 
former but now mentioned, but we are to correſpond to the 
Church's Conſtitutions in our obedience; and thoſe who take 
ſcandal are to endeavour to reQtify their own fault, not ours, 
in conforming themſelves alſo to the ſame judgment; always 
remembring that paſſage of St. Au/tine, Epilt. 118. ---S: guid 
zota per orbem frequentat Eccleſia, qui ita faciendum fet diſ- 
putare mſolentiſ)ume inſanie et. It 1 then, ——_ 
ing holy Perſons and Stories, are numbred and ranked among 
theſe things venerable, by the Church, 7z. e. by the moſt ſu- 
preme authority of 1ts Councils; and the veneration of them 
there reſolved (as hath bin ſhewed F. 12. gx.) we need no 
more thus bandy arguments pro and coz, but ſecurely reſtin an 
humble obedience, and leave the care of preventing or reme- 
dying miſtakes, and the conſidering of the juſt extent of the 
Second Commandment and other Scriptures, to the ſame Au- 
thority. 


Meanwhile, thoſe Proteſtants, who allow a certain Reve- 
rence, ſignified by ſome exterior note thereof, due at leaſt to 
ſome ſacred things _ I account, no genuine Sons of the 
Church of os do to all deny W as to Churches (nick- 
named by ſome others Steeple-houſes) to Altars, to the Holy 
Name © 7 gry to the ſacred Symbols of our Lord's Body 
and Blood, tho they deny 1t to Images, are concerned, here, 
as much as Catholicks ; » both to make a diſtinftion between 
exhibiting ſuch reverence to theſe, and promiſcuouſly doing 
this to any Creature, becauſe that all things alſo ſome way 
relate to God: as, betweers the reverence given to God's 
SanQtuary, or to his Altars, and given to the Sun. Zev. 26. 2. 
And again, - to diſtinguiſh the — they give to _ 

rom 
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from that ſuperior honor they give to thoſe for whofe ſake 
they honor theſe ; the reverence they give to God's Sanuary, 
from that they give to God himſelf. Neither may they pro- 
duce here any ſuch arguments as current againſt the Venera- 
tion of Images, which will confute their own pradtice as to 
Churches, Altars, the Holy Name of JESUS gr. as fome 
very unconſicerately do; and as will further appear,if we rake 
that which a late Writer hath ſaid concerning the reaſona- 
bleneſs of worſhiping the Sun rather than an Image, and 
apply 1t to worſhiping the Sun rather, than any other facred 
things, Churches, Altars, gc. fuch as Proteſtants alſo ſhew 
Reverence to. 


For, thus one may plead in his own words Rom. 7dol. p. 69. 
againſt a Proteſtant uncovering his head, or ſhewing any reve- 
rence to a Church, to the Altar, or to the Holy Name of JESUS : 
oF againlt the Ga/{ican Biſhops that oppoſed Nice, bowing to, and 
incenſing Churches, Altars, the Golpel, the Holy Utenſils, the 
Crols, &c : or the ſame may be applied if you will againſt bow- 
ing to the King's Chair of State, or the Emperor's Image. *©Tt 
© {cems (as he goes on there) much more reaſonable for me to 
© worſhip God by proſtrating my ſelf to the Sun, or any of the 
* heavenly Bodies, nay to an Ant, or a Fly, than to a wooden Ta- 
© ble, or to a Stone-bu1lding, or to the leaves of a Book, or a few 
© letters put together in a word, or to two ſticks acroſs, or toa 
*{ilver Chalice, or to a wooden Chair. For, 1n the-other I ſee 
© great evidences of the power, and wiſdom, and goodneſs of God, 
© which may ſuggeſt venerable apprehenfions of God to my mind ; 
© whereas theſe can have nothing worthy admiration, unleſs it 
* be the skilt of the Artificer. And I cannot for my heart under- 
*{tand, why I may not as well, nay better, burn Incenſe and ſay 
* my Prayers to the Sun, having an intention only to honor the 
*true God by 1t, as to do both thoſe, burn Frankincenſe and ſay 
my Prayers, in a Church, or before the Altars, or a Croſs [I ſay 
here before, becauſe as Proteſtants going into a Church or before 
an Altar to pray, yet do not pray to the Church, or Altar ; fo nei- 
thergdo Catholicks to an Image. And, as Proteſtants do not burn 


. Frankincenſe in a Church, that the Church or Altar may ſcent 


it; ſo neither Catholicks, that the Image.} I am furet _ 
© ha 
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hath far more advantages than any artificial Table, or 2 curious 
©Srructure can have, the beaury and influence of 1t may enflame 
Cand warm ones devotion much more. Tt the danger be, that 
CI am more hke to take the Sun for God, rhan a Church, 2 Ta- 
©ble, ora Book ; on that aocount, that which deferves molt ho- 
©nour ſhould have leaſt given it, and that which deſerves leaſt 
ſhould have moſt. Then, * 

Aitgr his own reaſoning ended, Thus he may ſet the Heathen 
himſelf opon the Proteſtant; as he there doth, upon the Catho- 
lick» <I (faith the Heathen) proceeding only upon ſuch princi. 
© ples as theſe, that there 1s one ſupreme 1mnfinite Being who makes 
© ale of ſome more 11]uſtricus Beings of the world to communicate 
© benefits to the relt, on which account I think my ſelf bound to 
© re{lify the honor TI owe to the ſupreme Deity by paving my due 
© reſpeAs and honor alſo im ſubordination to him, to thoſe ſub. 
(ſervient and miniſterial inſtruments of his, am not afraid of 
 ©xwhar any Prelatiſt in the world can ſay for my-confutation. 
 ©Nay I amtempted to laugh at their folly,and deſpiſe their weak- 
© neſs, who plead for the Worſhip of God in, or before, a dull 
© and rude heap of ſtones, or frame of wood, and condemn me for 
©honouring God in the Sun the molt noble part of the Creation. 
. If they tell me, that the ſupreme God mu? have a Worſhip proper 
fo binſelf. Yes, T anſwer them 1n their own terms, I by no 
means queſtion it, and that 1s 1t, which 1s called [by them, and 
(the Fathers, Sce St. Auſtine, De Cv. Det, |. 10. c.1.] ano, 
©which 1s reſerved to the ſupreme Deity, all that I give to the 
Sun 1s but ſau, which deferves an tiplurez becauſe of its 
©eminent uſefulneſs. [Bnt here the perfonated Heathen m1- 
ſtakes a litle : for, as the veneration of holy things 1s not by Pro- 
reſtants, ſo neither that of Images by Catholicks, called any ##16e, 
ſee. before F. 49. much leſs do Catholicks do the fame things to 
an Img#e, which they do to God himlelt, as this Author tels 
his Reader a litle after.] *It they ſay, 7 mate the Sun Cod by 
© p1ving it religious worſhip : no more, than: they do Temples and 
© Altars [for, the Catholick's Veneration given to Images 1s held 
no more re/igzons in any ſenſe, than that of Proteſtants to Chur- 
ches, Altars, the Holy Name of JESUS gr, words and things re- 
lating to Relrgion, not Civil commerce.] © lt they urge, that 


© God bath forbidden wor fhiping the Heſt of Heaven, and 1o the Sun, 
I 2 
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Yes, that 1s, giving the Worſhip of the ſupreme God to them; 
© but not a {ubordinarte, relative, inferior, worſhip, which- was all 
*I intend; andI hope they are not ſo ignorant of the nature of 
* humane ations, as not to know that they go whither they are 


*rended; and my intent was only to honor the true God by it.- 


It would be too tedious to proſecute the reſt of his Diſcourſe, juſti- 
tying the worſhip of the Sun rather than of any other ſacred 
things againſt the Proteſtants as much, as, of it, rather than of 
Images, againſt Catholicks. And the ſame joint defence againſt 
ſuch Heathen may ſerve for them both : That ſuch. relative reve- 
rence or veneration 1s not performed to thoſe things more, that 
are1n their eflence more noble, than others (for, what compari- 
{on herein between the Sun and'a Church? ) Nor yet, to all 
things that have any relation to him, whom we principally and 
ſoveraignly honor (for, ſo have all God's Creatures whatever) ; 
but to-thole only, that have a nearer and more immediate rela- 
tion to him either by conſecration to his ſervice, as.Churches 
Altars g9c. or alſo a repreſentation of his Perſon (as the Images 
of our Lord,) or, ſome other way. In the reverent treatment 
of which things, tho theſe uncapable of any ſenſe thereof, yet 
in the —_ of them who beholdit, we devoutly expreſs our ho- 
nour au 

what things 1t 15 meet ſhould receive ſuch a reſpe&, we muſk 
prudently leave to the judgment and arbitration of the Church, 
and our Spiritual Superiors. 


y. 53- 9. Theſe things concerning the lawfulneſs of ſuch an in- 


ferior Veneration as is given by Catholicks to Images being 
cleared, whether the preſent praQtice herein be alſo ancient, 
and the uſe of later ages preciſely the ſame as the firſt, we 
need not be ſolicitous. 1. For, firſt that which 1s lawful 
19 any times to be practiced, may alſo lawfully at any time 
begin to be ſo, Nor 1s 1t neceflary, that what is done now 
be alſo the praCtice of Antiquity ; but ſufficient, if nothing 
1n —_— can be ſhewed repugnant to it. Again, It 1s 
not neceljary, that there be any expreſs Command or Precept 
.1n Scripture either for the veneration, uſe, or making, of 
Images ; But 1t 1s ſufficient, if there be any example in the 
New or Old Telſtament, that it js in neither of them di{- 

allowed : 


homage to the perſon to whom they belong. And, 


] 
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allowed : enough, if an example there be of ſomething equal 
and parallel to 1t, the veneration of ſome other ſacred things : 

or enough, for the lawfulneſs of ſuch praQtice, it no prohibi- 

tion found thereof in the ſacred Wrat, as I hope for two of 
theſe, the making, and -uſe, of Images or Pictures, Prote- 
{tants will accord. The honor and worſhip of our Lord and 

his Saints all will allow a duty: what ways or modes alſo of 
hohouring them more immediate and direct, or alſo more re- 

mote and relative are lawful, or alſo expedient, and when, 

it belongs to the Church to determine, and to preſcribe to us ; 
and we are obliged to acquieſce in her judgment, and ſubmit 

to her InjunQtions. Laſtly, It will not follow from the non- 

practice of any ſuch veneration of Images for ſome Ages, in 

all vr ſome part of the Church, that therefore the lawtulneſs 

of ſuch a prathice 1s no Apoſtolical Tradition; becauſe all. 
things lawful are. not, as to pradctice, in all times fo expedi-- 
ent. And perhaps this might be the reaſon, as hath bin ſaid, 
of the rarer uſe of Pi&tures 1n the firſt four Ages of the Church, 

becauſe the Chriſtian world was not as yet ſo well cleanſed 

from Heatheniſme ; and ſo, in later times, of the veneration 

or uſe of Images not being ſo univerſal in ſome parts of the 

Welt, as 709, converted from Heathemiſme , and {tl}; 
neighbouring upon them. 


2, It is granted by Proteſtants, that the uſe of Images in 
Churches was arty in the fourth Age. Of which thus 
Chemmnitins, Exam. Conc. Trid. part. 4. De Imaginibus.. ---Cepit in 
ip/is etiam Templis ſus eſſe Imaginum, non ſane ad cultum oy ado- 
rationem, ſed partim ad hiſftoricam commonefatt1onem, partim orna- 
tus gratia. Et captum hoc fuit potiſſumum circa An. Dom. 380. 
Quoting a Paflage of Gregory Ayſſen Orat. m 7 heodorum Mar tyrem. 
Et Pittor etiam artis ſua flores mduxit, it imaginibus exprimens 
res ©Martyris þ clare geſtas, labores, cruciatus, immanes tyranno- 
rum aſpettus &c. Chriſtique certamini praefidentis humane forme 
effgiem. Flec piftor, tangquam in libro loquente, artificioſe depin- 
gens, Martyris certamina nobts expoſuit. Solet enim etiam piftura 
tacens in pariete hoqui, maximeque prodeſſe &c. Thus Gregory: 
See alſo Daille Traitfe des Imag. c. 4. But, for Chemmnitius or him 
to argue, thoſe Pictures to be firſt made, or introduced _ = 
Churc 
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Church about this time, becauſe at this time ſpoken of ; or at 
{uch time as theſe were teen here, yet not the like to have been 
elſewhere, -becauſe not mentioned, as here, are, both unreatona- 
ble. . There are indeed produced by them two Teſtunonics 19 
that Age that feem very prejudicial to Images. The one a Canon 
of Conc. Elbert, c. 36. ---Placuit Piftmras in Eccleſia eſ/e non 
debere, ne quod rolitur aut adoratur in parietibus depingatur. "I'e 
other a Pat{age in an Epiſtle of St. Xpiphanias to John Biſhop of 
Jeruſalem. Who, as he was travelling in Paleſtme, coming to a 
certain Church and, ſeeing a Picture as it were of our Savzour of 
{ome Saint painted on a Veil, and a Lamp hanging before 1t, took 
and tore 1t, as holding ſuch a thing unlawtu!, and againſt Scrip- 
ture, to be hung up in a Church. Becauſe the place is much 
preſſed, I wall fet you down the Story in his own words m_— 
to the Biſhop of Feruſalem his ation, and fending that Churc 
another Veil in ſtead of that he had tora. —Cum venifſem ad 
villam gue dicitar Anablatha, —__ ibi preteriens lncernam 
ardentem, oy mterroga//em quis locus Het, tdicifſemoue efje Ec- 
cleſiam, fy mtraſſem ut orarem : invent th1 velum pendens in foribus 
ejuſdem Keoclefue uniFum atgue depitium, oy habens wmaginem quaje 
Chrifti, vel Santti cujujdam : non ennm ſatis memint, cujus image 
Ffuerit. Cum ergo hoc vidiſſem, m Eccleſia Chriſticontra authorita- 
tem Scripturarum hommis pendere imaginem, fcidi illud, oy magis 
dedi conſiliuum cuſtodibus ejuſdem hci, ut pauperem mortuum eo ob- 
voelyerent, oy efferrent. 1lligus contra murnurantes dixerunt : Si 
ſeinaere voluerat, juftum erat ut almg daret velum, atgue mutaret. 
Qued cam audifjem, me daturtm te pollicitus fun, ty aHhico eſs 
miſ/urum Paululum autem morarum fuit rn medio, dum query 
optimum velum pro eo mittere : arbifrabar enim de Cypro mrhi effe 
mittendum. Nunc autem miſi quod potui reperire, fy precor ut 
gubeas presbyteros ejuſdem loci ſuſcipere velum alatore, guod a nobis 
mil/um eſt : ty demceps pracipere, in Ficclefia Chriſti eqn{moat vela, 
guz contra rehigionem noftram veninnt, non _ But 1/f both 
theſe prove beyond that, for which the objetters preſs them ; 
by oppoling alſo the making or uſe of holy Images, at leaſt in 
Churches : the fir{t- forbids the painting or placing of them 1n 
Churches : the ſecond tears, and defaces thoſe found rhere. Pro- 
teſtants approve ueither of theſe ; Let cthemf{flves then frame an 
Anſwer to them. 
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24y, For the firſt of theſe, I grant, there might be good ground F. 55. 
for ſuch a prohibition, confidering the times: the Council be- 
ing very ancient and held in Saw before that of Nice, at which 
| time a great part of the Welt were Heathen-Idolaters : and taking 
the Aavratur in their ſenſe not for any inferior Veneration, 
but ſuch as the Heathen gave to their Images, the Prohibition was 
prudently made for that _ reaſon ---Ne guod adoratur, im pa- 
rietibus depingatur ; or, which comes to the fame, Ne quod i pa- 
rietibus depingitar, adoretur : 1. e. Ne putetur Deus Chriſtianorum 
e/je illud ds parietubus depingitur, as the Heathen God's were ; 
and left ſuch Pictures. ſhould there, by any new Converts, be 
adored with any fuch corrupt notions as formerly were their 
Idols. To this pun {peaks Mr. Thorndike, concerning both 
theſe places objected. Granting (ſaith he, Zuft Werghts, c. 9. 
9. 127.) that Zpphanins and the,.Council of X/vira did hold all 
© Images in Churches dangerous for Idolatry; (of which there is 
. * appearance) 1t 1s manifeſt, that they were afterwards admitted 
call over. And there might be jealouſy of offence, in having 
©Images in Churches, before Idolatry was quite rooted out; of 
be © which afterwards there might be no appearance. But no man- 
© nerof appearance, that Images in Hiſtory ſhould occaſion Idola- 
©try to thoſe Images, in them *that hold them the Images of 
© God's Creatures; tuch as are thoſe Images, which repreſent hiſto- 
© ries of the Saints, out of the Scriptures, or other relations of 
© unqueſtionable credit. Thus He. 2. Next; for the other of 
Epiphanius: (ſuppoling, neither that Epiſtle, nor that Paſſage 
1n 1t falſified) it ſeems, that he had the ſame jealouſy with the 
Fathers of Z/uira, tho not ſo much cauſe, conſidering his times ; 
and, by ſome of his words, that he held alſo the ufe of Images in 
Churches to be againſt Scripture; in which therefore Proteſtants, 
as well as Catholicks, mult hold him fingular, and nor to be cre- 
dited: and the rather, becauſe what 1s urged our of other Fa- 
thers of the ſame age, Ya/zl, Gregory Nyſfjen, and Nazzianzen, al- 
lowing this uſe of them, ſhews hum to be heterodox herein. And 
42 the Fathers of Nice, A. 6. Toms. 5. out of the ſame pretended 
Epiſtle of his to 7 heodo/zus the Emperor that the Tconoclaſts nrged 
for his difallowing Images, extra&tſuch a Confeltion of his: ul 

toties lecutus ſum cum cummintitris meis, ut arferrentur Tmag ines, 
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> receptus non ſum ab es, neque audire vocem meam ſaltem paula- 
lum paſh ſunt. Which Comminiſtri (ſay thole Nicene Fathers 
alſo) were ſuch as Za/i/, Gregory Naztanzen, and Nyſjen, Chryſo- 
ftome, Ambroſe, Amphilochius, and Cyril of Eccratalinn Epipha- - 
#ius alſo, in this Epiſtle, conteſleth that the people of the place, 
where he tore the Veil, murmured againſt him tor it, and this 
probably (if we conlider ſuch allowed uſe of Images elſewhere) 
not only tor the loſs of their Veil, but for his controlling, as 
thoſe times were, a blameleſs praftice. Which -praftice, by 
what the aforeſaid Azicene Fathers 7b:d. relate, his own diſciples 
and followers imitated afterward alſo in Cyprus,” building a 
Church in his honor; and ---cum multis aliis titularibus pifturis 
_—_—_ ejus inipſo temple collocantts. This of the uſe of Tnngea 
1n the fourth Age. 


F. 56. 31y, Granted alſo by Bgoteſtants, that the Veneration of 

- Images was practiced in the fifth Age. Of which thus Darfe 

Des Tmag.l. 3. c. 7. © In the ſecond half of the fifth Age, and 

* in the whole that followed, we find frequent paſſages that 

© ſpeak of Images, and ſome alſo that make mention of venera- 

*ting and ſerving them : | but the word ſervmg he ſhould either * $- 

*have omatted, or ſhewed 1t in ſome teſtimony of that Age. ] 

© But then meanwhile 1t is granted by them, that the venera- 

© tion of ſacred Relicks and of the Croſs was a cuſtome of the 

© fourth Age,and that God alſo then honoured theſe with many 

*Miracles: Now this fourth Age was the firit wherein the 

Church enjoyed a liberty of its publick Service and Cere- 

monies ; and wherein the Church-PraQtices and Hiſtory were 

more exactly by a greater plenty of Writers, and 1n larger 
Volumes, recorded. 


[See Chamzer Tom. 2.1. 20.7.9. $.35. in his Anſwerto the Teſti- 
monies of the Fathers ---Trecentis poſt Chriftum 'aunis nullum on- 
nino veſtiginum extat adoratarum Religuiarum, vix etiam conſeruata- 
rum ntl, im Sepulchris. Ergo ea veritas non eſt Chriſtiana [a non- 
conſequence; for, a Truth may be in an Ape, in the Writings of 
which it 1s. not ſet down and regil{tred.] Mam deinceps antea con- 
feſſus fum oy invetTum 1d ſludium. ty auttum. And lee Daille in 
his Book De Rely. cultus objefto. confining himſelf both for the 
non- 
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non-veneration of Relicks, and of the Croſs, to the three firſt 
Ages, and granting the practice of them in the fourth. But then, 
for the filence of the Writers of the three firſt Ages, we muſt re- 
member him of what he hath ſaid in his Fray uſage des Peres, I. 
I. C. I. when he thought it his 1atereſt to ſhew the Fathers Works 
unſerviceable for the deciding of modern Controverlies ; vis. 
*1 That the Writings of the three firſt Ages were few, the faith- 
* ful, for the moſt part, rather contenting themſelves to write 
*their Faith 1n the hearts of men gx. than to amuſe themſelves 
*©1n compoling Books of it: : That the greateſt part of the- Wri- 
*tings then publiſhed are periſhed. Where alſo he recites the 
Names of eighe and twenty Authors, whoſe Works are loſt ; and 
the Works, ſuch as are certain and not conteſted, of eight 
only, that are of any note, to have deſcended tous; yet when 
another deſcant berter ſerved his turn, he elſewhere, De Rehg. 
cultus objefo, I. 5. c.3. amplifies the Writings of theſe times on 
this manner ---Cum ex primas ilts ſacults (laith he) audforum 
eccleſtaſticorum plurium quam wviginti quingue ſuperſint monumenta, 
quorundam paiciora, al:orum pliura, aliguorum etiam plurima, 
uidem luculentiſſtma---monſtrum eſſet ingens fy mauditum, oy plane 
mcredibile, ft velutt fatta quadam inter ſe conjuratione, eam rem om- 
nes ubique conſtanter in tam multts [tbrts tacuiſſent, que in tota 
Chrifti ſui Ecclefia pro in/jgni Chriſtiani cultus parte haberetur. 
(And in his Noveaute des Traditions Romaines, part. 1. C. 3. þ. 14+ 
publiſhed ſome years before, he ſaith muchwhat the ſame, rect- 
ting there particularly thoſe many famous Writings of the three 
firlf Ages that have deſcended to our times.) His argument con- 
cluding hence, that what theſe mention not, then was not.. But 
what 1s this in/ignis Chriftiani cultas pars, he there ſpeaks of? 
The veneration of the Croſs: as if this were ſome great and fun- 
damental Article of the Catholick Faith. Well: tor the Croſs I 
appeal to the equal Reader, whether the Heathens objeQung then 
to the Chriſtians the Adoration of it mentioned by Menutins Felrx 
and by Tertulliar, pologet. c. 16. calling the Chriſtians Relrgt- 
oſos Crucis, (with whom 7uſtin Martyr ſeems to ſpeak like things 
concerning it, /# Apolog. oy as well as the Apoſtate 7ulzan's re- 
proaching them with 1t afterward, mentioned by Cyril Alexan- 
drinns, 1n Julian. 1.6, doth not ſhew ſome Yeneration given _- 
the 


- 
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the Croſs alſo before the fourth Age. Indeed ſooften as this was 
obje&ed theſe Authors had reaſon to deny {uch an Adoration of 
it, as the other charged them with, namely an Adoration of two 
pieces of wood acrols, parallel to that given by the Heathens to 
their Images, as imagining ſome Divinity or Virtue reſident 
therein. [O miſert homines (faith Fulan) guum ſerventur arma 
gna magnus demiſit Jupiter &c. ceſſatis adorare & colere , oy mm- 
rterim Crucis lignum adoratis; imagmes ittius in fronte &y ante domes 
pingentes;] But yet ſuch Adoration fo early objected ſeems fa- 
tionally to infer ſome revercnce and honor done by the Chri- 
ſtzanity of thoſe times to it, as to other holy things. Neither 
hence may Dar/e jultly draw the fgme conſequence of ,the Chri- 
ſtians Veneration of an Afle's Head from the Adoration alſo of 
this objeted to them ; becauſe we find not any ſuch Practice in 
the ſourth, or the following Ages of the one, as we do of the 
other; nor no ſuch practice of the one, an Aile's Head, 1n any 
Age at all ; But the Objection of it probably grounded on a fabu- 
lous Story, related by 7 acitns.] 


If then, I ſay, this Veneration of Holy Relicks and the 
Croſs which 1s found in the fourth Ape, or ancienter, be 
conceded any way -lawful, or juſtifiable, then the ſame and 
no greater given in Whatever following Age to Images can 
never be Idolatrous. Burt then, that Pallage written by St. 
AnFftine at Rome about An. Dom. 2388. De Moribus Etcleſue 
'C. 34. much urged by Proteſtants --- Novi multos eſſe ſepul- 
chrorum &y» pitturarum aadoratores, ſpeaking of turba impert- 
forum, as he there calls them amongſt Chriſtians, as 1t de- 
clare; both of theſe, the worſhip of Pi&tures then, as well as 
of Relicks, to have bin done in an exceflive and ſuperſtitious 
way. by ſome, fo ſeems ir to imply both alſo, and not one of 
them-only, done 1n a laudable way by- others; and that, if 
there was an inculpable Veneration of Holy Relicks in that 
Age (of which, and the due Honors done to the Sepulchres 
of the Martyrs, ſee much in his Cv. Dei 22.7. 8. c. and 8.7. 
27. 6.) ſo alfo, of Holy Piftures too; the exceſs of 
ſuch a Praftice among the ſimple and anlearned being 

not 
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not likely, where wore at all was among the prudent and 
diſcreet. | 


_V.. 10. Such appearing to be the DoEtrine of the Church 
an her retaining the ufe of Images, I come now to what 
was 1n the Fifth place propoſed, 'That She is not anſwerable 
tor the faults of thoſe that pratice otherwiſe : (Eſpecially 
having laid a {trit charge on all Biſhops, Conc. Tr:d. &). ult, 
de Yenerat. 7mag. both for the remedying all 1ndecencies in 
the making of ſuch PiQures, and removing any Superſtition 
ig the uſe of them.) Nor can thoſe be excuſable who de- 
ſert her Communion, for any ſuch Praftice, to which ſhe no 
P obligeth; or alſo, which ſhe with them condemneth : 
and much leſs, for ſuch expreſſions, as being uſed more free- 
iy in her Hymns and Poetry, are taken by them in ſuch a 
enſe, as they do, or may, know, her common Dodrine dit- 
claims. So long as our own pradtice is no way hindred from 
going along with the Church's DoQtrine, we may not alledge 
any other mens practice to warrant a diſceflion from her ; 
may alledge no more that of Idolatry, perbaps, than that of 
Adultery, Murther, or Blaſphemy in her. *©LetPrattice and 
© Do&rine go ' together, we agree ; ſaid Biſhop Monntague, 
Appeal to Ceſar, Þ. 257. If he ſpeak of a general Þraftice, this 
demands too much; but where ozr Pradtice, and the Church's 
Dotrime may go together, there we cannot jultly diſagree ; 
be the Praftice of ſome: others how it will. 2. Again; net- 
ther 15 the Church of Rame hereupon more obliged to'abro- 
gate a lawful Veneration of Images, becauſe Proteſtants are 
offended at it as liable to abuſe, than Proteſtants to lay aſide 
(which they do not) the uſe of Images, becauſe the Puritans 
are offended at them, upon the ſame account. 


3. But then, as to the Praftice of any particular perſon 1n 
this matter ; it ſeems very difficult to charge it with Idolatry. 
For, 1. The internal a& of the Worſhip given to Images by 
any is not knowable to any others -»- 2e/iruf#19 Latrie _ 
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Spalatenſis, De Rep. Eccl. 7. 1. 12.6. 47.n.) & aharum m 
rzorum adorationum ex ſolo homints interno dependet ; in- 
ternum n0n {uifar Ecchfue judicio [T add, neque cujuſquam 
alterius.) And, not certainly known, ought to be moſt char1- 
tably interpreted (clpecially in the praQtice of le 1n- 
ſtructed in the common Creeds,and Principles of ones, 
perfeQAly oppoſite to Idolatry.) And therefore that ng 
of St. Aultine, in Pſal. 113. is very unreaſonably urged by 
ſome Proteſtants '---Quis autem adorat, vel orat" imtnens /imula- 
chrum, gui non fic afficttur, ut ab eo ſe exaudiriputet, ab eo fabt 
preſtari, quod deſiderat, ſperet? Which, as it was ſpoken b 
him of the Heathen % Gentihium | of whom he ſaith 


- 


-alfo a little before that ---Quoniam in illo figmento non muentt 


vitalem motum credit numen occultum. And ---effgiem wvi- 
venti corpori ſumilem /me vivo aliguo habitatore eſſe non putat. 
So can it be no way applied to the common principles of any 
Chriſtian : and, to find it falſe, let but the Objeter, if a Chri- 
ſtian, try the experiment of the Qzzs upon himfelt ; and, look- 
ing on a Pifture when he prays to our Lord, tell, whether 
he thinks 1t hears him. And, fince Proteſtants at other times 
do ſo freely exalt the knowledge of the: Heathen too, that 
they were not 1ſo ſtupid as to worſhip Stocks and Stones, or 
Pictures, the works of their own — 

ſuch Repreſentations which are only the viſible Memoria 
of them, (which they do to make the Chriſtian run parallel 
with the Heathen Kdolarry ;) why do they not meanwhile re- 
fle&t on the great lene on the other ſide, toward 
Chriſtians, in fancying or reprefenting them ſo ſtupid and 
void of underſtanding in their addrefles to Images or P1Qtures, 
ut ab itlts ſe exauairi putent &c, TI ſay then, as to the mmternal 
a&t of Veneration or Reverence given by any Catholick to an 
Image, fince 1t can no way be known to Proteſtants , it ought 
ro be charitably interpreted, that it doth not deviate from the 
Church's Do&trine. 


As to the external, I grant it may diſcover it ſelf to be ſnch 
as may be unlawtul, or idolatrous; as, by the form of their 
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Vocal Prayers addrefled to fuch Images ; Sacrifice, ereftion 
of Temples, and Altars, to them; a wrong confeffion of their 
Faith concerning them, in attributing to them ſometh; 
Divine, or ſome other oþ«thoſe miſapprehenſions mention 
in the beginning of this Diſcourſe F. 2. &c. Of which ſome 
Chriſtians were guilty long ago 1a St. Gregory's time,as appears 
by the Fatt of Serenus, and in St. Auſtin's, by his --- Nout 
eultos &c; and ſo, for ought we know, fome may be {ti 
_ then, for thoſe exernal a&ts of Veneration, that ordina- 
rily appear among Catholicks (as kifling, burning lights, per- 
Hs1.5 or jnceal them, CS the head, ncating, 
praying,before them) I have ſhewed before F 9.49. that there 
are none of theſe but may be lawfully uſed (abltraQting from 
a bad intention) 1n expreſſing the honor we give to a crea- 
ture ; and therefore cannot be chargeable with Idolatry ; and 
that all theſe are uſed alſo by Proteſtants in the honor x & do 
to ſome of the Creatures. Tf then an Anti-ceremonial Pu- 
ritan ſeeing a true Son of the Church of Zng/and, that he 
may ſay his Prayers the more devoutly, going 1nto a Church 
and uncovering his head ſo ſoon as he enters into it, or into 
the Chancel at leaſt; bowing toward the Altar. or Commu- 
nion-table there, ſometimes alſo burning Frankincenſe there, 
(a thing as lawful, I ſuppoſe, as it is in our own houſes,) bow- 
ing at the Holy Name of JESUS, kneeling down at his re- 
ceiving of the Holy Myſteries in the Euchariſt; in his taking 
a ſolemn Oath, kifling the Goſpels; in the Interrment of an 
honourable Friend lighting up many Torches, not for need, 
but as an Honor to the Deceaſed, and an Ornament of his Fu- 
neral, &c: as aPuritan, I fay, would be cenſured to offend 


very much againſt Charity, if he ſhould accuſe or miſ.con-' 


{true him herein to commit a moſt groſs Idolatry or Super- 
ftition —_ he may do fo) 1n giving Divine Worſhip 
toa frame of Wood, or a Name, in Incenfing a pile of Stone, 
in imagining God todwell in a Fabrick made with hands, in 
lighting a dead man to his Grave g&y#c. If I ſay this would be 
a molt uncharitable and unjuſt Accuſation in a Puritan to- 
ward a Proteſtant-Conformiſt, how will not a Proteſtant ſtand 
guilty of the ſame fault, when, beholding a Catholick kneel- 
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ing and ſaying his Prayers before an Image, he chargeth him 
with praying and giving Divine Honors to it, with conceiy- 
ing ſome Drvmnity refident an 1t, or Virtue fſhuing from 1t, or, 
that it is lighted with his lamp, ſmells his {weer odours, and 
hears his requeſts. This of the difhcult diſcovery of an 
Idolatrous Practice 1n any: In which, as it happens 1n ſeveral 
other matters, I fear, for the moſt part, the guilt of the Ac- 


cuſer is greater, than of the Accuſe 


For a Concluſion to this Diſcourſe: Having ſaid what I 
think 1s abundantly ſufficient,to clear the Church's Praftice 
in her uſe and veneration of Images from ſo heavy an 1mpu- 
tation, as indeed, if the Adverſaries intereſt would permit 
them to aggravate it fo far, doth utterly un-church it, and 
make 1t a Synagogue of Satan, and parallel to the Heathen 
Religions: Now I defire thoſe Proteſtants, who charge the 
Church herewith, to refle& what an heavy guilt it leaves upon 
themſelves, it ſuch Accuſation ſhould be falſe and withour 
cauſe; and what conſequences pernicious to themſelves it 
draws along with it. For r. it 1t bea great fault to charge 
unjuſtly any private perſon with ſo hainous a crime, as Idola- 
try; what 1s 1t to charge the whole Catholick Church, Ealt 
and Welt, with the PraQtice thereof now for above a thou- 
ſand years; and this, notwithſtanding our. Lord's precious 
Blood fhed for this his Church, - and all his Providence over 
it, now when all Power in heaven and earth is committed to 
him; and notwithſtanding his expreſs Promiſe 'of proteti 


- it for everagainſt the gates of hell? What is it, thus to 


their innocent Mother a Whore, for committing fuch =_ 
tual Fornication ; and their ſupreme Spiritual Father Anti 
Chriſt? z. And next: What conſequences doth it draw after 
it, nioſt maſchievous to 'their Salvation? Since, after they 
have once fixed ſuch an Apoſtacy upon their fupreme Spiri- 
tual Governors and Guides, and after they have thus cryed 
Corban, they conceive themiclves freed and abſolved from 
any further ' Obedience they owe them: And, by withdraw. 
ang Obedience, abandon themicives to ail thoſe errors and _ 
orders 
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orders, from which this ſupreme Church-authority would 
have reſtrained them. ' Nay ſome are ſo frighted herewith, 
as they know not how to ſtay longer under any Church-au- 
thority at all; but run away alſo from thoſe Eccleſiaſtical 
Governors who have diſcovered this Idolatry and Anti-Chriſt 
to them; and from that Church-diſcipline alſo, and thoſe 
Ceremonies, which theſe judge {till fit to-retain; as thinking 
they diſcern in all theſe ſome lineaments and reſemblances of 
him. And ſo byGod's juſt judgment what aſperſions theſe 
inferior Guides have laid upon the Supreme, theſe other, 
their Snbje&s, have Sorry on them. And ſeveral ſober 
Proteſtants of late (See Dr. Flammond) who ſeem to have 
better weighed theſe things, in labouring againſt theſe Pu- 
ritan SeQts to free their own Church-Government from ſuch 
an wpurarion, have alſo enlarged themſelves (o far, as to re- 
leafe the Roman from it: and have joined themſelves with 
the Catholick Writers to remove Anti-Chriſt and his Seat and 
Kingdom quite out of the verge of Chriftianity, 


Meanwhile, of thoſe Proteſtants, who have ſuppoſed the 
Roman - Church Anti-chriſtian, and its Head the Anti-chriſt, 
and its Religion Idolatry, theſe later more zealons Se&s 
ſeem to a& much more ſincerely, and conſequentially, than 
_ the other, more moderate, party. For, ſuch Idolatry and 

Anti-chriſt once clearly diſcovered, God forbid good Chri- 
ſtians ſhould fo far either admit of his Laws, or comply with 
his religious Ceremonies, or maintain Communion with his 
Members, or derive their Authority from him, as the Pre- 
latical Proteſtancy doth with, and from, the Church of Rome. 
Wouldany of them correſpond fo far with «Mabomet's Re- 
ligion (whom yet they account not bad enough to inherit the 
title 'of Anti-chriſt, or charge of  Idolatry) as they do'with 
the bor doe Let them then either remit ſach Aceufation, 
or proſecute more ſeverely and more ſpeedily fly from, ſuch 
a guilt; We can never run far enough from this Grand Ene- 
= of our Lord. For (as the Apoſtle, 2. Cor. 6. 14.) *What 
« fellowſhip or | communion hath light with darkne(s? what 
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*concord Chriſt with Beha/? what commerce Zeruſaleve with 
© Babylon? - | Z 

Let therefore thoſe Zelots whoare ſo forward toheap ſuch 
an extremity of Impiety on the whole Church: of God tor ſo 
many Centuries before Zuther, or alſo on the whole preſent 
Church beſides Zather's Followers, conſider well: that- ne- 
ceſſary conſequence thereof, which ſome others of their awn 
{ide, to deter them from ſuch a charge, have obſerved. For 
-—< If (as Mr. Thorndike Epiles 3.4. p. 357.) theſe Praftices _ 
*which the Church of Zome allows [and which we have 
handled here] were neceſlarily Idolatries, then were the 
©Church of Rome neceſſarily yo Church [I add, nor any 
other for many- Ages before Luther, or the preſent beſides 
Luther ; for, in theſe Practices all elſe _ : ] The beingot 
© the. Church, and of Chriſtianity, pre uppo the worthip 
© of one true God,excluſive to any.thing elle. Andelſewhere 

Weights, 2. c. p.11.. *They that own the Church of 

© Rome for a true Church {and if it be not, where was the 
* Catholick Church before Zuther ? ] muſt contradi& thery- 
* ſelves, if they maintain ſuch a ſuppoſition, as that the Pope 
© is Anti-chriſt, or the Papiſts Idolaters. [Their charge is too 
high to be bly true ; and to render her not innocent and 
free from their complaints they muſt neceflarily make her 
leſs wicked.] Again the ſame Author 7b:d. c. 19. p. 128. 
* He that fees (faith he) the whole Church [for the Eaſt, 
as well as Weſt, praQtice theſe by them ſtiled Idolatries] on 
© the one fide, and only Calvin [and his Followers], oa the 
other bath he not cauſe to fear, tha: they who make them 
<Idolaters without cauſe will themſelves appear Schiſma- 
* ticks 1n the ſight of God for it? And therefore (much more 
© modeſtly) he faith, Epilag. 3.7. p. 364 That the honor 
© of .Images which the Church's Decree maintaineth is no 
© Idolatry.- ; And 7bid. p.416. * That the Idolatries which 
©he grants to be poflible (tho not neceſſary) indeed/ tobe + 
© found in it, are by the ignorance and carnal affeCtions of 
© particulars, not by Phan, of the Church or the Laws of 
M1] of the great danger of cenſuring ſuch general 
Praftices of the Church, thus Biſhop Forbes, ipeaking of lege? 
0 


% 


\ ka. . . 
"Surely 2s the Devil gained heretofore infinite of Souls in 
World by the PraQtice of Tdolatry , fo, in — 


after the World's being more enlightened by the caming of 


obr Lord, and after his old grofs Arts grown into general 
contempt and diſgrace, he changeth hjs Colours, ant plays 
another 3 and makes 'no fmall Harveſt of Souls by dr> 
y wil pri ears them out” of the Tathohek Ch and 
Faith, and former Obedience to legal Chureh-Anthorirty uti- 
der the pretence ' now of flying _ Taoſatry. And again : 
So great an Envy he hath to the Honor he ſees Fen im the 
Church: to the fared Hmawatgty of our Lord in -the He 
MyRfteries, and to his Martyrs, and Saints, and all that w 
any way ins'to them, that he now chooſeth rather'to 
rt _ himſelf 2 great Zelot of prefervi Worthip and 
on entire to'the ohe only God; andof not communi- 
cating any of his Excellencies to the Oreature:: He pleads 
muchiour 'Lorfs fole worthy Tnrerceſſions ant arion, 
and the neceſſity of performing all our Deyoti6ns out of the 
alſurance of Fa:th and a Divine Command: He inſiſts much 
on a ſpiritual and refined internal ſervice of God, without 
any ſyperſtitious regard had to times, perſons, places, and 
fuch as is Jiveſted of external and formal Rites' 2nd GCeremo- 
nres. | Laſtly ; both by fome of the new Reformers within 
the Church, and by *Mahomer without"'it, he mainly cries 
out againſt Sdperftition, Ceremontes;'a *multirude- of Sacra- 


ments, and" their virtue, Special Ortfinations and CharaQeers 
. of Prieſthood, Will-worſtap, Tdotatry, which laſt al{o'.1s ag- 
go tothe vrrermoſt and extetitled to far'greater ſubul- 
es, than heretofore 'Tt-wits/ XK to comprehend : - 
y 
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als no more TEE: Sacred: Perſons are "a Hips credit 
themſelves with laical, and yundiſtin&, Habits ;. ſacred things 
grown 1nto contempt; and not enjoying ſo much as a nega- 
nve reverenee, I mean, freedome from contumely : the Di. 
vine Worſbipat laft ſo refined and pur: till it is become 
inviſible; and, by taking away the neceſlary circumſtances 
. the very ſubſtance and life thereof 1s periſhed ; and by diſ- 
Joinung the corporal and mentAl, the interior and exterior, 
- Worlkap, neither the. one, nor the other is, by ſome at pr 
by jothers ſo devyoutly,: or frequently, performed. And all. 
 atach, this new Angel of Light promoteth in oppo- 
ſition to former /dolatry and Superſtition. "Was not the Great 
Falſe-Prophet Mahomer, and the whole frame of his Religion, 
at leaſt one of the chiefeſt Conceptions of Satan's old age, 
and Maſler-picce of all his Works? And, who ſo greatan 
Enemy, to, Sacred Images as he ?. or who with. greater zeal F+) 
throws down, and declares war againſt, ' all Idolatry? And, 
by him Satan, . inſtead of his former Pageantry and ts, 
after that God's «He//tah was ſent with a moſt Spzrit F 
and the Drume Grace to 'perſwade men. to it, hath alſo now 


ſet up a /en/wat, non-ceremonians, facile, Angi-law ; and a Jword 


to compel men to it. | 


$ 


Now, to be ſafe from all theſe changeable ſtratagems and 
wiles of theold Serpent, ſometimes aflaulting us on the left 
hand, ſometimes on Be bt; in formertimes by ſetting up 
Idolatry ; 18 later by ,exclaiming againſt, and making thew 
of pulling it down;: I;,know no ſuch ſecurity toa Chriſtian, 
as always to. repoſe, himſelf on the judgment of the Church. 
Whach Church 1s ncither terrified with the fear of 7dolatry, 
ſo, as todcnya.due Honor to. the Inſtruments of God's glory ; 
.nor ſo 'prodigal or ignorant of, the:Divine, Excellencies 30% 
5 re- 
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vv gangs ive any of chemo an es 
her honouring Foy rn for their ſak : TY 
that epperiine to. them, ſhe knows that all ſuch 
nally tertninates in God, the ſole Fountain and Donor: * 
of all that is 1n- his Creature Honourable: And his Saints + 
now without . all vanity or felt- leaſing accept ſuch Ho- 
nor, in conformity to God's will; and becauſe it is for 
his Honor, that it ſhould be given "them; And He is alſo 
honoured by them for beſtowing ſuch honor on them: And 
God's Kingdome, without all Jealouſy, remains in an Eter- 
nal Peace. Amen. ; 
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